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VIEWS OF INDIVIDUAL VETERANS ON COMPENSATION 
AND PENSION 


SATURDAY, MAY 19, 1956 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMPENSATION AND 
PENSION OF THE COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Akron, Ohio. 

The subcommittee met at 9 a. m., pursuant to call, in the council 

chambers, city hall, Hon. William H. Ayres presiding. 
. Ayres. Gentlemen, the meeting was we to begin at 9 
a.m. We have arrived at that hour, so the committee will be in order. 

At the present time there are 85 bills pending before the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee which relate to pension for death or disability not 
connected with service. Of these bills, H. R. 7886, sponsored by the 
American Legion, and H. R. 9121, sponsored by the Veterans of For- 
eign Wars, have received the most emphasis by witnesses appearin 
before the committee. The cammittee and its members have receive 
large quantities of mail from persons urging enactment of these 
proposals. 

H. R. 7886 increases income limitations governing the payment of 
pensions from the present rate of $1,400 per annum for a veteran with- 
out dependents, and $2,700 per annum for a veteran with dependents, 
to $1,800 per annum and $3,000 per annum. It would also increase 
the amount of pension from the present rates of $66.15 and $78.75 per 
month to $85 per month and $105 per month. At age 65, permanent 
disability is presumed for pension purposes. 

H. R. 9121 increases income limitations to $2,400 per annum and 
$3,600 per annum, and increases the amount of pension to $100 per 
month for stateside service and $120 per month where the veteran 
served overseas. Disability is aes to the requirements of a 10 
percent disability until age 62, and no disability thereafter. 

The President’s Commission on Veterans’ Pensions, under the chair- 
manship of Gen. Omar N. Bradley, has recently reported its findings 
and recommendations following an intensive study of more than 1 
vear’s duration. The recommendations of the President’s Commis- 
sion generally propose further restrictions in the pension program. 
The Disabled American Veterans and the AMVETS have generally 
opposed extensive liberalization of the pension program as proposed 
by H. R. 7886 and H. R. 9121. 

In establishing a sound and equitable pension program, it is neces- 
sary to consider pension benefits in relation to compensation benefits 
for those disabled in service or the survivors of those who died from 
service-connected causes. In this connection, it is pertinent to note 
that compensation for permanent and total service-connected disabil- 
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ity is $181 per month, which is only $76 per month more than would be 
paid a veteran with no disability at age 65 under the American Legion 
proposal. Service-connected disabilities are usually incurred early in 
life, and many of those who are rated permanent and total have no 
income other than their $181 monthly compensation. As contrasted 
to this, H. R. 7886 would allow a veteran with dependents, at age 65, 
with no disability, a total income of $4,200 per annum, including his 
pension of $105 per month. 

H. R. 9121 with its $100 per month and $120 per month pension 
rate, and its larger income limitations, would allow an even greater 
permissible income for a veteran with no disability at age 62. 

Now, the purpose of this inquiry is to give the veteran an oppor- 
tunity to express his sentiments, bringing this inquiry to individual 
veterans who are directly concerned with the compensation and pen- 
sion programs. Your individual experiences and any suggestions you 
are able to offer the committee will be of great value to us in our 
consideration of pending legislation. 

There has been some misunderstanding regarding the proposals 
before the Congress. There has been considerable confusion created 
with the release of the Bradley Commission’s report. 

There are no bills before the Congress today that would cut any 
existing pension or disability payment, and in my judgment there will 
not be any legislation passed that would cut the existing disability 
payment or pension payment. We are interested, and it is our respon- 
sibility as the Veterans’ Affairs Committee, to not only pass legisla- 
tion that is beneficial to the veteran, but it is our responsibility to 
make certain that we do not set precedents that will cost our country 
millions and millions of dollars in future years and thereby jeopardize 
benefits for the man who has been disabled while fighting for his 
country. 

I want to thank all of you who have expressed a desire to be heard. 
We will try to be as rapid in our proposals and in our testimony as 
possible. That is the reason we will be operating under the 5-minute 
rule. We have had over 60 persons request time. It will probably be 
impossible to get all of them in today. However, if we are not able 
to complete the hearing to your satisfaction or to ours, we can come 
back at another time. 

I have with me Mr. Downer, who is the counsel for the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, who is an authority on pensions and compensa- 
tions. Prior to coming with the Veterans’ Affairs Committee, he was 
connected with one of the largest veterans’ organizations and has been 
active in the pension and compensation field for a number of years. 

We have with us this morning Father Taylor, who will be our first 
veteran to offer his suggestions. 

Father Taylor, if you would care to come around and sit here, we 
will be pleased to hear from you. Will you state your full name for 
the reporter, and your address, please ? 


STATEMENT OF FATHER THOMAS J. TAYLOR, AKRON, OHIO 


Father Taytor. Thomas J. Taylor, 1310 West Market Street, 
Akron, Ohio. 

In reference to the Bradley proposals, whereby the 10 percent limi- 
tation, that is, anything being below 10 percent, is not compensated 
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in the service-connected cases, his recommendation that it be made to 
20, 30, and even 40 percent, I think that his recommendations should 
be rejected entirely, and I also think that the 10-percent limitation 
should likewise be taken out of the law, so that a man who has 1- 
percent service-connected disability, one-tenth, one-hundredth, one- 
thousandth of 1 percent, should be compensated therefor. Justice is 
justice, and just because of a measly little bit of bookkeeping on 
somebody’s part who is being well paid for it—that is no reason why 
somebody should be depriv ed of something that is coming to him. 

If somebody is injured in an accident, someone must respond. 
Sometimes it doesn’t pay to go after it. That is not to say that justice 
does not require it. 

Now, in connection with pensions and non-service-connected dis- 
ability, the Government would like us to think that non-service- 
connected disability, 100 percent, is a polite term for relief for vet- 
erans; namely, that veterans are being given relief which other people 
aren’t getting. They would like us to think that is what it is. I have 
heard it so expressed by local Veterans’ Administration authorities. 

The truth of the matter is simply this. The so-called non-service- 
connected disability means that the veteran cannot prove that the 
disability was incurred in service. The fact that he can’t prove it 
doesn’t say that it isn’t true. All you have got to do is look at the 
police reports on unsolved crimes. The crimes are there. There is no 
argument about that. But the fact that nobody can prove anything 
about them doesn’t say they didn’t happen. The same thing is true 
with the veterans. 

Mr. Ayres. Father Taylor, if you will yield just at that point: 
Are you referring now to the man who has a disability and appeals 
to the Veterans’ Administration on the basis that it is service con- 
nected, and is denied ? 

Father Taytor. Well, I am trying to pa out that what is known 
as non-service-connected disability—the ( rovernment would like you 
to think that it is a form of relief that was given to veterans and not 
given other people. Asa matter of fact, in the case of a man who has 
a disability which he did incur in service, he can’t prove it. I am 
trying to get to the point to show why he can’t prove it. 

Mr. Ayres. That is the point I am trying to make to you, Father. 
You are referring to the man, let us say, who served in World War 
II, who was 35 years of age, who has arthritis, and claims that it is 
service connected, and the Veterans’ Administration says it is not. 
But he is disabled. 

Father Taytor. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. And in his heart he believes it is service connected, and 
perhaps his own physician’s statement says it did come while he was 
inservice. But under our presumptive law, since it didn’t come within 
the year, then the Veterans’ Administration says he is not entitled 
to it. 

But the point I am making, Father, is that you are not testifying 
that a person gets a pension at a certain age when it is assumed he is 
disabled. 

Father Taytor. If you let me follow the program I have laid out 
here, I may be able to reach it eventually. 

The fact of the matter is that a good many of the so-c alled 100-per- 
cent non-service-connected cases can’t be proved. That is the Govern- 
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ment’s fault. When I was overseas, no records were kept, and unless 
the veteran could get in touch with a doctor, a medical officer, who 
remembered him and was willing to go out on a limb for him, and so 
forth, he just couldn’t establish a claim. I happen to have been an 
officer. I hobnobbed around with doctors. And one of them helped 
out my claim. But if I had been a buck private in the rear rank, I 
couldn’t have done that, because I wouldn’t have been entitled to hob- 
nob with medical doctors. 

But as a second lieutenant of infantry, I could. So consequently, 
many, many non-service-connected disability cases are actually service 
connected. The men just can’t prove them to the satisfaction of the 
Government. The Government established standards of evidence. In 
the meantime, the Government kept the evidence where nobody could 
get at it. 

In addition to that, you have got the question of what they do with 
things in the Veterans’ Administration. Anybody I ever represented, 
I always told them to get a photostatic copy of everything he handed 
in. There is a photostatic copy of my file out at 1310 West Market 
Street. 

Now, this same principle applies, therefore, to practically all ex- 
service men, men who were in the Armed Forces during time of war, 
especially on the field of battle. Because regardless of what you can 
prove or cannot prove, can measure or cannot measure, everybody 
knows that nobody came out of that thing the way he went into it. All 
you have got to do is see all the mental cases that have come out of 
the South Pacific from that intense heat down there, and from some 
other things we know perfectly well, the men just didn’t come out of 
that the way they went into it. 

The way things are now, there is no reason I can see why they just 
couldn’t lump them all under a more or less all-out pension system, 
without, however, affecting the service-connected disability. The 
service-connected disabilities keep on getting what they are getting, 
plus the compensation. And the pensions would be in addition to 
that. Because the fact that he has got one thing coming on one ground 
and something else coming on another ground is no reason why he 
should not collect the two of them, and every reason why he should. 

One point more is that one of the limitations of the non-service- 
connected disability is $1,400 a year outside income if not married 
and $2,000 if he is married. There are two things the matter with 
that. In the first place, a man may not be married, but he may have an 
invalid father or mother, aunt or uncle, or somebody like that, and they 
can be a whole lot more expensive and a whole lot more trouble than 
children can be. 

Then again, you have the fact that it is based upon a wrong prin- 
ciple. The Arab proverb is, “Man was born to labor, as a bird to fly.” 
In the Garden of Eden, the Creator said to our first parents, “In the 
sweat of thy face shalt thy eat thy bread.” We have some men work- 
ing out at our place, and they are on this non-service-connected dis- 
ability. They have to make sure that they don’t get more than the 
aliquot slice of $1,400 in a given 2 weeks. Otherwise, they are knocked 
off. One of them was knocked off, but we managed to get him back 
on again. That is on a wrong principle, because it stifles ambition 
and it keeps a man from fulfilling his natural dignity, because human 
labor perfects mankind. It makes him operate against the command 
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of God in the Garden of Paradise, and consequently it is a limitation 
that should not exist. 

Stopping a man from working, stopping a man from making a 
living, is wrong in principle. And that $1,400 and $2,800 limitation 
on a non-service- sdithaseol disability does just exactly that. And the 
same Pee would apply to the pensions. There should be no limita- 
tion there either. 

Mr. Ayres. Father Taylor, we certainly appreciate your construe- 
tive statement. 

Perhaps Mr. Downer will have some questions he would like to ask. 

The Counsex. I would like to ask one question, Father: Was it your 
proposal that a veteran permanently and totally disabled, service con- 
nected, be permitted to draw the pension in addition to the service- 
connected compensation if he can meet the income-limitation require- 
ments # 

Father Taytor. Yes. 

The Cou NSEL. So that he would receive the $181 monthly rate for 
his service-connected disability plus the $66.15 per month rate if he 
meets the income limitation. Is that correct ? 

Father Tayior. Yes. And, as far as I am concerned, I would also 
rule out the income limitation, especially if it had the effect of stop- 
ping him from working. If it does not have that effect, that is another 
story. 

r. Ayres. Father, what veterans’ organizations are you a mem- 
ber of ? 

Father Taytor. American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Dis- 
abled American Veterans, Military Order of the World War, Army 
and Navy Legion of Valor, Catholic War Veterans. 

Mr. Ayres. Then you are familiar with the fact that it is difficult 
for the veterans’ organizations to agree on just which bills they are 
for or against. 

Father Taytor. Yes; that is something I have been aware of, cer- 
tainly have been conscious of, since the day s of the Economy Act. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, do you feel, Father Taylor, that the two bills that 
[ think you are probably familiar with, that I referred to, H. R. 7886 
and H. R. 9121, will correct any of the inequities that you have men- 
tioned here ? 

Father Taytor. They will in this way. You take for instance the 
non-service-connected disability. That corrects to some extent what 
the veteran should be getting if he can only establish the service con- 
nection. It corrects it to some extent, not altogether, but somewhat. 
Anyhow, half a loaf is better than none. 

And the same thing is true with regard to the pension. It would 
correct a good many inequities by lumping them together that other- 
wise would go uncompensated. Well, they would be uncorrected. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you have any more questions, Mr. Downer ? 

The Counsen. No. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Father Taylor. 

The next gentleman on our list is Mr. Tom Garrity. Mr. Garrity ? 
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STATEMENT OF THOMAS J. GARRITY, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Garrity. Mr. Congressman, my name is Thomas J. Garrity. I 
live at 270 Casterton Avenue, Akron, Ohio. I am a taxpayer and a 
resident of Summit County for some 45 years. I am a past commander 
of Post 967, Veterans of Foreign Wars. I have a service-connected 
disability of 80 percent and am here to express my opinion. 

I am in favor, a hundred percent in favor, of a pension for all World 
War I veterans. Now, these men fought for democracy, to crush 
autocracy. Had it not been for these men there would have been no 
United States today. 

I have noticed that you Congressmen have taken care of yourselves 
by raising your pay very substantially, and without any meeting of 
this sort. 

Mr. Ayres. Tom, we can hear you all right. 

Mr. Garrity. I want these men back here to hear me. 

Mr. Ayres. They will hear you. 

Mr. Garriry. Don’t you worry. You wait until I get done. 

You also can get a pension of $6,500 a year after serving 3 terms 
in Congress. 

I also note that you Congressmen are very generous in sending 
money overseas for any and all purposes, and that oftentimes this 
money is losing us friends. 

I am a veteran of World War I. I served my country faithfully. 
And there is no amount of money that the Government can pay me 
for my sacrifices. I am still suffering from them today. 

As the Government has taken care of its disabled and nondisabled 
in other wars, I know of no reason why the veterans should be neg- 
lected now. 

We know you Congressmen have taken care of yourselves. Why 
not take care of the men who fought in 1917 and 1918? 

I also feel that this hearing has been called solely for the purpose 
of gaining publicity for the committee and yourselves, rather than to 
attempt to gain information. We would like to know where you stand 
on World War I pensions, Mr. Congressman. 

Secause you have already been quoted as being definitely against 
them at this time. And we feel that you are using the disabled veteran 
as a crutch to justify a position at which you already have arrived. 

To me this is nothing but a Spanish inquisition which proves 
everything right there and then. If this be politics, let the chips fall 
where they may, and exclude all the Judas Iscariots from office. That 
is all. Now, ask me any questions. 

Mr. Ayres. Tom, what is your disability ? 

Mr. Garriry. I got a leg off; one of the few around here that lost 
them in the First World War. 

Mr. Ayres. My question is this, Tom: Your disability is a leg off? 

Mr. Garriry. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. What has been your disability payment on that? 

Mr. Garriry. $202.76 a month. 

Mr. Ayres. And how old are you, Tom? 

Mr. Garrity. Fifty-nine. 

Mr. Ayres. You are not drawing any pension, of course, other than 
your disability payment? 

Mr. Garrity. That is all. 
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Mr. Ayres. What is your employment, Tom? 

Mr. Garriry. Nothing. I am retired. 

Mr. Ayres. How long have you been retired ? 

Mr. Garrtry. 3 years. 

Mr. Ayres. Where did you retire from? 

Mr. Garrity. Dental technician. 

Mr. Ayres. Are you drawing from any pension plan that your em- 
ployer had for you? 

Mr. Garrity. No. 

Mr. Ayres. Your total income, then, is just the $202 that you have? 

Mr. Garrtry. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. And you speak for a pension program ? 

Mr. Garrity. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. Which of the proposals before the committee, Tom, 
in your judgment do you feel are the most equitable for a man in your 
position, a man who ‘has a service-connected disability, who has had 
that disability since World War I? Which of the proposals before 
the committee in your heart do you feel is most equitable for your 
particular case ? 

Mr. Garriry. I feel that the honest and truly connected disability 
will be taken care of, that a pension should be given to all men of the 
First World War regardless, without strings attached. 

Mr. Ayres. My point, Tom, is this. Perhaps you misunderstood 
my question. 

Mr. Garriry. You are trying to tie me up with another pension, and 
I don’t want it that way. I want to see without reservation a pension 
for the First World War veterans. 

Mr. Ayres. Regardless of any disability ? 

Mr. Garrity. Regardless, that is right. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, do you feel, that a man who served in World War 
I 90 days, who was not injured, but who received an honorable dis- 
charge, whose earning power was not impaired, is entitled to as great 
a pension when he becomes 62 years of age as a man like yourself, 
who was in combat, who lost a leg, who has not had the use of that 
leg, and whose earning power through all his years has been impaired ? 
Do you think that that man is entitled to the same amount of 1 money 
when he reaches the age of 62 as a man who has served his country in 
the capacity you did? 

Mr. Garrtry. Bill, if you don’t know I'll enlighten you. It wasn’t 
that man’s fault that he only served 90 days. It wasn’t my good for- 
tune, either, to go over there and get a leg shot off. That man could 
have been in there 18 months, the same as any other veteran. 

Mr. Ayres. I realize that, Tom. But he wasn’t. And my question 
is——- 

Mr. Garriry. Why split straws? 

Mr. Ayres. That is what I am asking you. 

Mr. Garrity. No, I think he is entitled just the same as the man who 
served 2 years 

Mr. Ayres. Now, so that we can get this for the committee, and to 
clarify your pr evious statement, Tom, when you made the charge that 
the Veterans’ Affairs Committee of the C ongress of the United States 
was not interested in the benefits, the problems confronting veterans 
of this.country, that is a pretty serious charge, and you are wrong on 
it, Tom. 
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Mr. Garrtry. You enlighten me. 
Mr. Ayres. I know of no more conscientious group than the Veter- 

ans’ Affairs Committee in the Congress. I know of no more consci- 

entious combat disabled veteran than the chairman of the Veterans’ 

Affairs Committee, Chairman Teague from Texas, who was wounded 

many times and received many medals for combat action. He appre- 

ciates the problem. 

And our reason for going around the country, Tom, is to go into 
areas and get the information directly. You know your own area 
better, and by this means we can get the grassroots sentiment, just as 
we have from you here this morning, and give every veteran an oppor- 
tunity to express his own point of view. Most of them cannot afford 
to make the trip to Washington to appear before the committee there, 
although the committee would be open to them. It is much cheaper, 
much more reasonable, and much more desirable from the standpoint 
of the veteran for members of the committee to go to the veteran than 
it is to ask the veteran to come to Washington. _ 

Now, if your opinion is this—and I want to sum it up—that all 
World War I veterans should receive the same pension, the same 
amount of money, at a specified age, regardless of the length of time 
they served, or where they served, or whether or not they had a dis- 
ability, I wish you would so state. 

Mr. Garrity. Service-connected disabilities, yes. 

Mr. Ayres. Regardless of whether they have service-connected dis- 
abilities. 

Mr. Garrity. Yes. Because some of those disabilities are only 10 
percent. It would increase them, just like they did the Spanish- 
American War veterans. 

Mr. Ayres. But that would not have any bearing on the amount of 
money they are going to receive. 

Mr. Garriry. You are splitting straws there, now. You are trying 
to include the actual disabled veteran in with the able-bodied veteran. 
Now, you can’t do that with me. I say give these men a pension. We 
fellows are being taken care of at this time. 

Mr. Ayres. I think you have made your point very clear, to me, 
at, least, Tom. 

Do you have any questions, Mr. Downer? 

The Counset. No questions. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

The next gentleman we have on the list, who has to get away, who 
has been active in veterans’ affairs for some time and is a disabled 
veteran himself, is Mr. John Smith. Mr. Smith? 

I think most of these gentlemen know you, John, but for the sake 
of the record will you state your full name and your address? 


STATEMENT OF JOHN L. SMITH, PAST NATIONAL COMMANDER, 
AMVETS 


Mr. Smiru. My full name, Mr. Chairman, is John L. Smith. I am 
the past national commander of AMVETS, the American Veterans 
of World War IT and the Korean conflict. And my position here to- 
day is as one who is a member of the Ohio Department of AMVETS, 
the legislative committee, and I have been selected by the Ohio depart- 
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ment to appear at this hearing here today before this committee and 
give the views of our organization. 

Mr. Chairman, first of all 1 want to express, on behalf of my organi- 
zation, appreciation for the opportunity of being heard on this 
matter. 

I would like to, for the record, first of all read to you the resolu- 
tion that has been passed by our organization at convention after con- 
vention from its very inception, that is, the very inception of the 
AMVETS. 

And No. 1 is that resolution reads as follows: 

That AMVETS must view all legislation primarily as citizens and secondarily 
as veterans. Legislation benefiting AMVETS as veterans must be viewed for its 
effect on the Nation as a whole. 

Now, we mean by that, Mr. Chairman, that certainly we are for the 
veteran. Weare for anything that may help him. Asa matter of fact, 
one of our primary objectives as an organization is to help the vet- 
eran wherever we can, but above all to help him help himself. 

I don’t know too much about the Bradley report. I haven’t had the 
opportunity to read it, except what I have read in the newspaper. And 
I don't want to comment too much about the Bradley report, except 
for the fact that I understand that certain recommendations have been 
made. 

The American Veterans of World War IT and the Korean conflict, as 
testified, I believe, by national commanders representing our organi- 
zation, has gone on record that they are not opposed to pensions for 
veterans. Asa matter of fact, they encourage them. 

They also feel that the present system of pensions is adequate, and 
they have so stated before the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
and before Senate committees. 

However, our position primarily is this, that we feel that first 
things should come first. We feel that the disabled veteran should be 

iven consideration first. We feel that the disabled veteran does not 

ave the opportunity to secure himself in life, does not have the op- 
portunity to enjoy the various benefits that a layman or a citizen may 
enjoy through employment, and therefore Uncle Sam is more obligated 
to the disabled veteran than he is, probably, to the veteran as a 
whole. 

We are also in favor, and have been, and have gone on record time 
and again that we are definitely in favor, of doing something about not 
only the disabled veterans’ dependents but dependents of the deceased 
veteran. 

We have gone on record that something should be done about equal- 
izing the benefits for the dependents of veterans, equalizing the World 
War II dependents with those of World War I. 

And I would like to read to the committee, if I may, something 
that I presented to the platform committee at the Democratic Conven- 
tion in Chicago in 1952. And we have gone on record year after year 
along these lines, and I am being consistent when I read this into the 
record. I am being consistent on behalf of the AMVETS organ- 
ization. 

AMVETS desire to leave the committee with this basic thought : 
Veterans’ benefits are a continuing cost of war. They must be main- 
tained and protected. This does not mean that we, as veterans, have 
the right to demand benefits which the economy of the country cannot 
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provide. It does mean, however, that the Nation has an obligation to 
provide adequate compensation for men disabled in war, adequate 
pensions to permanently and totally disabled veterans who are needy, 
adequate medical care for needy veterans, vocational rehabilitation to 
disabled ex-servicemen, preference in public employment, and edu- 
‘ational opportunity to those veterans who have had such opportunity 
interrupted or curtailed by a call to arms. 

If these fundamentals are maintained, the Nation will constantly 
discharge its obligation insofar as that is possible to these Americans 
who have served their country in time of national peril. 

And in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would like to leave this: that 
our organization and I believe that the grassroot veteran throughout 
this country, if a poll was taken, you would find that he would be 
in favor of giving priority to the disabled veteran, service connected, 
and to his dependents, first. And then, if it is possible to, to go on to 
other things, such as pensions. If they need be increased, then con- 
sider that at that time. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, John, for your statement. 

One other question that we want to ask most of the people, and I 
forgot to ask it of them: What veterans’ organizations are you a 
member of ? 

Mr. Smirn. I am a member of the American Legion. I am a mem- 
ber of the VFW. Iamamember ofthe DAV. And I ama member 
of AMVETS and the Forty and Eight. 

Mr. Ayres. And in your work with veterans, have you found that 
the disabled veteran who has a service-connected disability feels that 
he is being slighted if we extend and expand non-service-connected 
veterans ¢ 

Mr. Smirn. I think if you consider that first, Mr. Chairman, he has 
a right to feel that way; yes, sir. And I have heard it mentioned and 
proven that the disabled veteran feels that his case should be given a 
priority insofar as Congress is concerned in the consideration of 
legislation. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, in your work, on a national basis, John, since the 
question was mentioned here, have you found that the Veterans’ A ffairs 
Committee plays politics with the veteran? _ 

Mr. Smiru. That the Veterans’ Affairs Committee plays politics 
with the veteran? I don’t believe so, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ayres. Are you acquainted with the chairman of the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee ? 

Mr. Smiru. Very much so. I had the pleasure of giving him the 
congressional award during my convention in Grand Rapids, Mich. 
I know “Tiger” Teague very well. And I can assure this committee, 
or the members here, that “Tiger” Teague does not play politics with 
the veteran. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you, John. Do you have any questions, Mr. 
Downer ¢ 

The Counsen. Just one question. 

Mr. Smrru. I called him “Tiger” Teague. I hope I am not being 
disrespectful to him. It is Olin Teague. 

Mr. Ayres. No; most of his buddies, comrades, colleagues, and 
acquaintances refer to him as that, because he got that nickname, as you 
perhaps recall, when he was leading his battalion in World War IT. 
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The Counset. Mr. Smith, under existing law, the veteran disabled 
in service, with a disability evaluated at 60 percent, receives compen- 
sation at the rate of $109 monthly. Under H. R. 7886, a veteran with 
no disability at age 65 would receive a pension of $105 monthly. 
Would you care to say whether or not, in your opinion, that would 
bear a proper relationship ? a 

Mr. Smirx. Would it beara proper relationship? In what way? 

The Counsex. Yes, sir. The pension rate of $105 per month at age 
65 to a veteran with no disability, as compared to a compensation rate 
of $109 per month for a veteran 60 percent disabled in service. 

Mr. Smiru. I hesitate to give you an answer, because I feel that 
that is a very important question, and my answer would have to be 
based upon, of course, some statistical figures, with which I am not 
prepared. We do have our national service officer here, Mr. Griffith, 
from Cleveland, and I would like to have that question placed to 
him, too. 

However, in the overall picture I want to state again that I feel that 
the disabled veteran should be considered first insofar as legislation 
is concerned, and his benefits. 

The Counsex. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

We will now hear from Mr. Metcalf. Will you state your full name 
for the benefit of the reporter ? 


STATEMENT OF BURLEY D. METCALF, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Mercatr. Burley D. Metcalf, 652 Crosby Street, Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. Ayres. Will you just proceed in your own way, Mr. Metcalf, 
with whatever you wanted to bring before the committee 

Mr. Mercatr. How’s that? 

Mr. Ayres. Will you just proceed in your own way with what you 
wanted to ask the committee ? 

Mr. Mercaur. Well, I didn’t know that I would have to have a 
prepared speech. 

Mr. Ayers. A prepared speech is not necessary at all. So we will 
just chat with you. 

Mr. Mercatr. Therefore, my remarks are going to have to be brief 
and quite simple. 

I don’t know much about these bills except H. R. 7886. I have been 
reading about that in the American Legion magazine. 

At first I could’t make any decision on the merits, but after I had 
studied the bill a little bit, I feel it has merits. 

I believe that this bill will speak for itself to the chambers of 
Congress. 

Mr. Ayres. Are you a disabled veteran, Mr. Metcalf? 

Mr. Mercatr. No. I have no disability, service-connected, for the 
simple reason that I served on this side. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, you and I have something in common there. 

Mr. Mereatr. In World War I. 

Mr. Ayres. Are you at the present time drawing a pension? 

Mr. Mercatr. I am, sir. 

Mr. Ayres. And what is the amount of that pension ? 

Mr. Mereatr. It is $78.75. 

Mr. Ayres. How long have you been drawing that pension ? 
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Mr. Mercatr. One year or just a little over. 

Mr. Ayres. And is that your entire source of income, Mr. Metcalf? 

Mr. Metcatr. No. I have, of course, the limit of $2,700, and I draw 
social security, too. I was with the YMCA for 30 years and have 
no pension from that source, but I have social security. 

Mr. Ayres. Under the provisions of H. R. 7886, aside from the small 
increase in the monthly payment, would the income limitation, so that 
you would be able to make more and still draw the pension—is that 
the phase of it that you feel would be helpful to you individually? In 
other words, Mr. Metcalf, do you have to keep from working now to 
stay under the limitation ? 

Mr. Merca.r. Well, according to what the doctors say, I should take 
it easy. Therefore, I feel that it would be well to have the ceiling 
raised. 

But I would say there should be, of course, a reasonable approach, 
and I feel I can place my faith in Congress as to that. But I think 
that it should be liberalized. 

Mr. Ayres. I can assure you, Mr. Metcalf, that the Congress wants 
to do the fair thing. But it is rather difficult to arrive at what is fair, 
with so many different points of view. 

Mr. Mercatr. Let me state this, too, that in my judgment, and I 
think it should be in the judgment of every veteran, the veteran who 
has service-connected disability should receive first attention and chief 
attention. And that excludes me. But I think everybody should be 
given the consideration which I have had already. 

But the increase, in my opinion, would be a good thing. Not only 
that, but I do not think the Government would be too much depleted 
monetarily with it, because I think there would be a certain circulation. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, that is one of the things, of course, that the Con- 
gress has to consider, what the cost is going to be over the period of 
vears to follow. Because, as you know, at the present time we have 
22 million living veterans in the United States, and we are adding to 
the rolls at the rate of about a half million a year. And so long as we 
maintain the draft and are discharging boys as veterans, the precedent 
that we set perhaps this year will be carried on for many, many years. 

Do you have any questions, Mr. Downer ? 

The Counsex. Mr. Metcalf, in your judgment, do you think it would 
be better to increase the monthly rate of the pension, or to increase 
the income limitations governing payment of the pension ? 

Mr. Metca.r. Well, I would have to say I believe each should be 
increased, due to the fact that if one had the ceiling raised and then 
he was not able to work, then he would be out. 

However, if he can work, and with the cost of living increasing con- 
stantly these days, I think it should be raised in accordance with living 
expenses today. 

The Counsex. Of course, an increase in the income limitation would 
be of no benefit to the veteran who has no income, would it ? 

Mr. Meroatr. No. 

The Counse.. He would only be benefited by an increase in the 
rate. 

Mr. Mercatr. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Mr. Metcalf. 

Mr. Racco. Mr. Chairman, may I please rise to a point of informa- 
tion ? 
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Mr. Ayres. Yes. Would you identify yourself, please, for the 
reporter ? 

Mr. Racco. Joseph Vincent Racco. I just would like to make it 
clear to some of these gentlemen here : 

It seems like they misunderstood that this service-connected disabil- 
ity has no connection with whether a man served actually in a war 
or overseas at all. It could be service-connected and still involve serv- 
ice in the States, just the same as this Korean deal. 

Mr. Ayres. That is very true. The location or point of service has 
nothing to do with it if an injury is incurred. The only difference is 
that in peacetime he only collects 80 percent of what it was in time 
of war. 

Mr. Racco. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. I received no direct request from anyone who wanted 
to speak in behalf of the American Legion. However, the Legisla- 
tive Director in Washington told me there would probably be some- 
one here. Has that gentleman arrived ? 

If not, is Mr. Ault in the room ? 

Will you state your full name and address for the benefit of the 
reporter ¢ 


STATEMENT OF RICHARD A. AULT, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Autr. Richard A. Ault, 237 Storr Avenue, Akron. 

I represent no group. I am speaking as an individual veteran, a 
wounded veteran. 

I would like to say that I feel very definitely that the pension and 
the amount of money received for service-connected disabilities are two 
entirely different subjects, I feel. Although I am 40 percent disabled, 
I don’t feel that my disability hinders me in my occupation or my 
regular duties as much as 40 percent would to other men. Some men 
have more serious injuries, that are only drawing the same amount that 
I am. 

I think that pensions should be based 

Mr. Ayres. Would you mind telling us, Mr. Ault, what your dis- 
ability is? 

Mr. Autt. I have a gunshot in the hip, back, rectum, and leg. 

Mr. Ayres. Let me ask you, at this point: Do you do any work that 
would require physical effort? 

Mr. Aut. No. Mine isan administrative office. I don’t do physical 
labor. 

Mr. Ayres. If you were to do physical labor, would your injury 
impair your earning power ? 

Mr. Aut. It might possibly cause me more difficulty. But, however, 
I say I think that is an inequity in that regard, that I am drawing 
as much as some men who are more deserving on the disability end. 

I also feel that pensions should not be given promiscuously to all 
veterans. I feel that they should be given the same as social security. 
I do feel that they should be allowed to earn more, because the cost 
of living is going up. I don’t think that everyone, because he is a 
veteran—I think we all served, because there was a need, in the 
national emergency. And I don’t think that gives us any direct 
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additional benefit over any other citizen, who for one reason or another 
did not serve. 

I think we have received benefits. But I don’t think that a pension 
for veterans should be based solely on the fact that they are former 
Armed Forces members. 

I don’t think that they should be required to be below other national 
groups, people who are covered under social security and these other 
things. 

I firmly agree with the Bradley report in the fact that more con- 
sideration should be given to service-connected disabilities on the basis 
of the type of injury and what they do. If a man has no income, I 
think he should be given greater preference in retirement than a man 
who has income. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Downer, do you have any questions ¢ 

The Counsexi. No questions. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Mr. Ault, the point you made regarding the 
variation between what the disabled service-connected man is paid 
and the man who has no service-connected disability—the Commission 
did find that the income of the 100-percent disabled veteran on the 
average is $1,200 per year less than the average veteran in the United 
states. 

Now, do you feel that the compensation payments, not pensions but 
compensation payments, for service-connected disabilities, should be 
increased ¢ 

Mr. Avutr. I don’t think that he should be at a disadvantage over 
anyone else. I think if his income is less, that he should be equal, 
too. However, in my case, I would benefit, and yet I would not, nat- 
urally, be entitled to it, I don’t believe, personally. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

Is there anyone here to speak for the Veterans of Foreign Wars? 


STATEMENT OF WALTER VOGEL, AKRON, OHIO, REPRESENTING 
THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Mr. Vocet. I am, Mr. Ayres. My name is Walter Vogel. I reside 
at 3002 Silver Lane ar 

To digress for a moment, I disagree with what the gentleman said 
before. He is fully employed. Even though he has a service-con- 
nected disability, he is fully employment. Why doesn’t he waive 
his 40 percent ¢ 

Now, a week or so ago—— 

Mr. Ayres. Just a moment, Walter. At that point, in all fairness 
to any person who has a disability, if he withdraws it we have found, 
through the VA, as you know, that perhaps the disability will become 
more serious in years to come, and then you have difficulty getting it 
reinstated. You and I have been through that. 

Mr. Vocen. That is right. Then he should be able to draw it, if 
that is the way some of them feel. Of course, I served in World War 
I, enlisted at the age of 18 years, was overseas in service 2 years with 
the Regular Army. I wouldn't be eligible for a pension at this time, 
if either of these bills passed, at 62 years of age, but I speak for those 
men who are. Most of them are ailing in some form. We all know 
that. 








VIEWS OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 3877 


So in our discussions at our post, I think we had about 122 out. It 
was a joint meeting of the auxiliary and the men. We had Span- 
ish-American War veterans and World War I and some World War 
II boys. 

It is the consensus of our boys—and we discussed it pro and con— 
that we take a different tack than some people have. We look at the 
financial situation of our Government. We note that we are poor in 
foreign aid. We are told that is necessary. This year I think 4.9 
billion came out for that. 

We feel that that could be shaved in some respects, where the money 
could be replaced in this country and used here for the benefit of our 
own citizens, men in need, families in need. 

We further discussed—and I s: ay it was a very informative meeting. 
I am repeating some of these things that perhaps have no bearing on 
this bill, and 1 am not digressing. Someone brought up the fact that 
our former congressional candidate, Dewey, receiv ved a fee of $50,000 
for representing some foreign government to negotiate a loan. We 
feel that our money is going over r there for that and then is poured back 
into this country in the sum of $50,000 for one fee, and we do not ap- 
prove of this. 

Now, I say to you, Mr. Ayres, Congressman Ayres, and I would 
feel safe in abiding by it, and you may make your report accordingly, 
that if you would ask ali the men here this morning to stand up that 
are in favor of either of those bills, the Legion bill or the VFW bill, 
you would find an overwhelming vote for them. 

Most of us are suspicious of foreign aid, and I say to you frankly 
that my family has three votes, and we are definitely against anybody 
who votes for it. We are nationalists and not internationalists, I 
think that is the consensus of opinion in my veterans’ post. 

if you take a poll here this morning and just ask them to rise, you 
will find that is true. You have asked which bill we favor. We have 
come to the conclusion that we would favor a bill that the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars and the Legion could agree upon, or either of those 
bills. We discussed it at length. It has been printed in our VF W 
magazine and also my Legion 1 magazine. 

T belong to the American Legion post of Barberton, Ohio. I say 
we had at least 50 to 200 there 1 month ago when that same thing 
was discussed by Bob Dewey. And the consensus seemed to be we are 
in favor of some bill when a man reaches 62 years of age instead of 
pouring our money out all over the world. 

Mr. Ayres. Walter, the two problems of national security and pro- 
vision for those who have maintained our security in the past are 
really two separate and distinct problems? 

Mr. Vocei. No. They interlock. You have got to look at the 
fiscal arrangements of the Government and see what is best for the 
greatest majority in this country ; not for the world. 

Mr. Ayres. I think we are in agreement on that. But the two 
issues, disregarding the fiscal yhase of it: You have a responsibility 
to those who have served, al you have a responsibility to the 165 
million Americans who do not want another war. 

Mr. Vocrr, Well, Bill, if you have a responsibility to those who 
have served, and their pensions are inadequate, raise those pensions. 
But at least give a man a subsistence. I know too many who are 62 
to 65 years of age that can’t make a go of it. 
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Mr. Ayres. So that we may pin this down, then, you are for a bill 
that will increase not only the monthly payment to the veteran on 
pension or entitled to pension, but you are also for increasing the in- 
come limitation. 

Mr. Vocet. Yes. 

You take for example the news account in the Plain Dealer of yes- 
terday. I guess it was the House Foreign Affairs Committee. One 
of the members proposed that foreign aid be cut a billion dollars, and 
that no aid be given countries sending strategic materials to Russia. 
They knocked that out. That does not set well with me, and it does 
not set well with many men who read the paper. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Downer, do you have any questions? 

The Counset. Mr. Vogel, the bill sponsored by the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars relates only to veterans of World War I? 

Mr. Vocex. That is right. 

The Counsrt. While the bill sponsored by the American Legion 
relates to World War I, World War II, and the veterans of Korean 
service. 

Do you feel that special consideration should be given to the vet- 
erans of World War I, or that the veterans of the three wars should 
be included in the same legislative enactment ? 

Mr. Voce.. It doesn’t make a bit of difference. But if you can 
only give it to World War I, I would say give it to them, because 
those men are in an age bracket that they are all suffering from dis- 
ability. Those Korean and World War II veterans who are dis- 
abled are being taken care of. As they reach that age bracket where 
disease and disability may affect many of them, then I think they 
should be considered. That might be over a period of years. I 
don’t know. But the bill will take care of World War I veterans. 
I myself would not benefit. Iam only 57 at the present time. 

The Counset. Do you feel that the pension rate should be increased 
for foreign service ? 

Mr. Vocer. Not particularly. You mean for a disabled man? 

The Counset. The bill sponsored by the Veterans of Foreign Wars 

rovides a pension of $100 a month for stateside service and $120 
Taal would not benefit. I am only 57 at the present time. 

Mr. Vocet. I think that should be worked out some way. It could 
be graduated. I would like to see the bill first, not necessarily to make 
an offhand statement on that. I wouldn’t feel like it. But I think 
that could be graduated, yes, for foreign service and local service. 

The Counset. In other words, you think the type of service is a fac- 
tor that should be given consideration ? 

Mr. Vocex. Not necessarily. If they would go along and give the 
same pension to everyone, I would say that would be all right with 
me. 

I think as to disabled men we have a peculiar situation. Garrity, 
there, can’t do much. He has nerve pains. He has undergone some 
operations that I know about. Modern surgery hasn’t corrected it, 
and the man can’t do anything. He can’t stand up at his bench and 
work. 

Now, the $202 he is getting is not enough. I do not want to sepa- 
rate him from the others. He is entitled to more than a general 
pension, sure. 
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The Counset. In seeking to establish an equitable program of vet- 
erans’ benefits, do you think that the committee should consider the 
relationship between service-connected disabled and nonservice-con- 
neccted disabled ? 

Mr. Voecen. I don’t want to accuse you of putting an unfair ques- 
tion. You have legislation to take care of service-connected disabili- 
ties, do you not? Well, raise those men. And then start off on a 
basis of giving a pension to the Spanish-American War and World 
War I men. That can be separated. I frankly think some of the 
mén in Congress are working this other angle to disrupt the pro- 
gram advocated by the Legion and the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

The Counsrt. Do you think first consideration should be given 
te the service-connected disabled ? 

Mr. Voce... Personally, I think they deserve it if anybody deserves 
it, and a decent living. If $200 a month is not enough for them to 
live on, then he should have $400 or $500. Those men made it possibile 
for this country to exist as a democracy. Now they have to fight for 
what I feel is their just due. 

The Counszex. Do you feel it would bear a eee relationship be- 
tween compensation for service incurred disability and pension for 
nonservice disability if one without any disability at all were to receive 
a monthly pension of $105, as contrasted to existing law, which pro- 
vides for compensation of $109 monthly for one who is 60 percent dis- 
abled in service? 

Mr. Voce. I don’t think the question should be mixed like that. 
I will go back to what I said before, that a man who is disabled should 
draw according to his disability. When you reach an age bracket 
of 62 years, I think insurance statistics will show you that there is 
some disability in every human body. And I think those men should 
receive a modest pension, perhaps of $100 to $105 a month. 

The Counsext. Well, then, let me put it this way, Mr. Vogel. Do 
you think $109 monthly is adequate compensation for a veteran who 
received a 60 percent disability in service ? 

Mr. Voce. It may be, and it may not be in every instance. But 
$100 a month would certainly help a man eat a little better. 

The Counset. Thank you. 

Mr. Vocet. You know, we heard that before your time, Mr. Ayres; 
$2 billion in 1937 on the bonus was going to bankrupt the Nation, 
us on the verge of bankruptcy. What have we today in the debt ? 

ne hundred and seventy-eight billion dollars or something like that? 
Our interest alone, seven and a half billion, is greater than that bonus. 

Mr. Ayres. It is almost $280 billion. 

Mr. Vocret. Yes. We are hearing that same story. Next week 
they will probably vote to raise the debt limit. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Walter. 

We will try to get organization people and individuals now. 


STATEMENT OF HOWARD COLE, OHIO LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Mr. Corr. I am Howard Cole, Ohio legislative director of the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars. 

I have been very much interested in veterans’ affairs for a period 
of 10 years, since World War II. I have no disability. I draw no 
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pension. I receive nothing in the way of any remuneration or com- 
pensation from the Government for my service. 

In those past 10 years, I have been misquoted and sometimes occa- 
sionally quoted accurately, as the Congressman knows the situation 
to be. The newspapers do very well, from that standpoint. So to- 
day, rather than talk offhand, although I would be glad to answer 
any of your questions, I have a prepared statement that I would like 
to read into the record for your committee. If there are any news- 
papermen present, they may have copies of that particular statement 
when I have finished. 

Mr. Ayres. You may proceed. 

Mr. Core. The Veterans of Foreign Wars in Ohio appreciate this 
opportunity of appearing before your committee and say that it is 
gratifying to know that Members of Congress are interested in vet- 
erans’ problems and will take their most precious time to permit us to 
express our thoughts to you concerning the pending legislation on 
pensions and compensation for veterans. Someone has said that 
democracy is the form of government in which the heads of govern- 
ment are the servants of the people. Your coming from Washington 
to Akron to receive our opinions is a fulfillment of that practice and 
is commendable. 

I am aware that on February 27, 28, 29, and March 1 of this year, 
the legislative directors and commanders of the veterans organizations 
appeared before the committee as a whole in Washington, D. C., and 
placed before you the economic, social, and humanitarian reasons for 
the existence of the compensation and pension systems. I will not be 
repetitious of the material they have given your committee, but rather 
wish to inject the thinking of those of us in the grassroots, meaning 
those of us here in Ohio who live in small communities and large cities 
such as Akron. 

On April 23, 1956, the Bradley Commission report to the President 
on veterans’ benefits was presented. This report consisted of 415 
pages. I have a copy of it here. Immediately, the newspapers in 
America, which, in my opinion, are the chief factor in molding public 
opinion, rushed into print with news stories and editorials. First im- 
pressions are usually permanent, and immediately the country em- 
barked on a philosophy that there was something radically wrong 
with the pension and compensation system. 

I submit that the newspaper writers and editors could not have read, 
studied, and digested the report, and added their own literary contri- 
butions and analysis of the report by the time the papers hit the streets 
on April 23 and 24. Nevertheless, in their haste to bring to the Amer- 
ican people the news, a false impression of the system began to take 
root. Certain articles confused compensation and pension, others con- 
veyed the idea that veterans were asking for pensions for all veterans, 
not simply World War I veterans over age 65, who are earning less 
than $2,400 per year if single, and $3,600 per year if married. 

Upon learning of this hearing today, I began asking many people in 
my community of Lisbon, Ohio, of about 3,300 people just what they 
thought about pensions for aged veterans. I received such replies as: 
“Nothing is too good for the men who served their country”; “I think 
we should take care of the old soldiers”; and “That’s the trouble with 
veterans—they’re just a bunch of money grabbers.” 
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These answers are well known to the committee and represent ex- 
treme views by those who have never taken the time to study the 
problem. I believe the rationalization of the system by those who have 
studied it lies somewhere between these answers. 

I do believe, however, that after you leave the confines of large 
cities, such as Akron, and get into the suburban communities and 
rural areas, where people lead a more leisurely life, and are more 
upt to give greater consideration to social problems, that the sympathy 
of the people is with the veteran. They were more apt to know 
him intimately when he left for the service, saw him return, having 
aged considerably i in a few years as the result of combat in some zones, 
or the victim of tensions in the training camps on stateside duty. 
At this period, a full realization was upon the people that the neigh- 
bors’ kid had given more than taxes and a daily routine to his country. 
Naturally, years diminish these thoughts, and a reminder is needed 
that perhaps as a result of this service, the boy, now a man, cannot 
quite readjust himself for a number of years to normal life. 

And of course it follows that not being able to readjust himself when 
he is young and fit into the personnel ofa company and go on later in 
life, his earning capacity of necessity becomes :éss. 

Now, remember, I am not talking about the man who cannot qualify 
mentally and physically for military duty. I am speaking of the 
cream of Ameritan youth in 1917 and 1918 who had to meet the highest 
standards to enter the service. 

Last March in Washington, Mr. Birdsall of the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration pointed out to you that there were in 1955 about 3,150,000 
living veterans of World War I. On the same day, Dr. Dyess of the 
Veterans’ Administration pointed out that as of December 31, 1955, 
there were 507,419 World War I veterans who were drawing part III 
benefits—meaning that they had been adjudicated by impartial and 
competent medical authority as incapable of carrying on a gainful 
occupation and were ther efore receiving nonservice disability pensions 
of either $66.15 per month, $78.75 per month, or in extreme cases, where 
additional care for the veteran is needed, such as nurses and attend- 
ants, the magnificent sum of $135.45 per month. 

It is only” simple mathematics to conclude that 16 percent of the 
cream of the 1917-18 crop of veterans of the average age of 61.3 years 
are being given a very meager existence. 

‘To-point out what I mean by this, yesterday I went to one of our 
local supermarkets and picked out $66.15 worth of groceries, and 
submit for your consideration a picture of that “magnificent” outlay. 

This is a picture of $66.15 worth of groceries that were rung up at a 
supermarket in Lisbon, Ohio. If the veteran did not have to ] pay any 
rent, and light, or any heat, anything else, and he was living alone, 
he would have this to eat in 1 month’s period. If he had a wife, he 
and his wife would share that. If he had some children, he and his 
wife and the children must all share this. 

This small amount of food, mind you, is expected to keep an aged 
veteran for a period of 30 days, and, of course, if he has a wife, you 
would have to divide the picture down the center to illustrate that 
only half of this amount would be his. 

Now, I submit to the committee that in addition to food that at least 
$36.15 of the pension would be necessary to provide meager rent, 
gas, light, heat, medical supplies, and clothing. Such being the case, 
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we removed from the checkout counter of this supermarket groceries 
to the extent of $36.15, and I submit to you a second picture showing 
what food could be purchased with the remaining $30. And this for 
the veteran, and if he be married, for him and his wife, to sustain 
themselves for 1 month. 

The third picture showing an empty counter simply represents to 
me the attitude of those who would deprive the veterans of all pen- 
sion benefits and expect him to live a full life’s span on an empty cup- 
board. 

Now I have tabulated a list of the groceries in the first picture, and 
I am sure if your committee will examine that list, which is also sub- 
mitted, you will certainly be satisfied that no veteran could long subsist 
in good health on such a diet of the staple and cheap items found in 
our modern-day supermarkets. 

In the background of all these pictures, you see a typical American 
supermarket with its shelves loaded with American abundance that 
the economist would keep out of the reach of the man who made 
possible such stores by preserving the sovereignty and freedom of the 
State of Ohio and America in times of war. 

Last Thursday I went to our County Soldiers Relief Commission 
and at random had them select for me 4 case files of men who are 
drawing part III benefits at the present time. These are all World 
War Imen. Should the committee so desire, I will be glad to furnish 
the names and case numbers of these veterans, but in order to save 
any embarrassment to them and their families, I will not include 
them in this presentation. 

Case No. 1 is a World War I veteran with a wife and one minor 
child, whose only income is $66.15 per month granted by the VA. 
The minor child is one by adoption, and actually a grandchild of the 
subject. This veteran is compelled to pay in our community rental 
of $30 per month, and his wife is able to find housework to do for 1 or 
2 days a week to supplement his pension, although she has been ad- 
vised by her physician not to work. 

Case No. 2 is a veteran with a wife and seven minor children. The 
9 of them are attempting to exist on $66.15 per month, or an average 
of $7.35 per person to sustain 9 American people in the year 1956 
for 1 month. And I submit to you this is still the United States of 
America in which we are permitting such conditions to exist. 

Case No. 3 is another veteran, in poor health, receiving $66.15 per 
month, supporting himself, a wife, and one minor child. In this case, 
however, some additional relief is being given by the local city. This 
man lives in a city, and they have some relief facilities there, and they 
do supplement his $66.15 there. 

Case No. 4 is a veteran who has been receiving part IIT benefits for 
more than 10 years and receives $78.75 per month, out of which he 
supports himself and his wife. 

The only conclusion that can be reached from such instances as 
these is that those who would oppose taking care of our fellow man 
who has served his country have certainly not come in direct contact 
with these unfortunate people, nor realized that a great percentage 
of their present condition comes about as their inability toa i st them- 
selves to normal life at the conclusion of World War I or by unfor- 
tunate accidents since that time. And Lord knows how many accidents 
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are a direct result of their inability to readjust themselves after 
having left the service. 

Now, it would be my recommendation to your committee that an 
actual study of the cost of the proposed programs and the present 
pongtent be made, and that adequate publicity be given to the results. 

n my opinion, and that of the thinkin people of our community, 
there has been such a hodgepodge of publicity on the Bradley Com- 
mission report, the Hoover Commission report, and the pending 
veterans’ legislation that the average citizen, whose only access to 
information is through the newspapers, is either confused or ignorant 
of the true facts. 

I would further recommend that your committee make this study at 
the earliest possible time in order to release the factual situation to 
the American people. 

I would further recommend that the committee publish and gen- 
erally circulate a summary of the present veterans’ laws and pending 
legislation, for I am of the opinion that those who are expressing 
themselves through the newspapers and on the streets of our com- 
munity have neither read the present laws nor the 76-some bills on 
pensions and veterans’ affairs now pending in Congress, and before 
your particular committee. I question very much the gentleman, 
here, this morning, who has opposed this has read the 76 bills. If he 
has, and has analyzed them, certainly he is entitled to his opinion. 
But I do believe that this committee should at least summarize all of 
these bills. I know that the veterans themselves do not even know 
what is in all 76 bills, unless they have taken the time to secure from 
their Congressmen, copies of those bills or some of the summaries of 
them. 

I do not feel that the Veterans’ Affairs Committee has developed 
enough of the newstype story to give to the American people of what 
the actual facts, dollars-and-cents-wise, humanitarian-wise, social- 
wise, are, in connection with these things. 

Mr. Ayres. That is what makes it so difficult for the committee, 
when the paid representatives from veterans’ organizations who do 
nothing but analyze the bills and make their reports, and then the vet- 
erans’ organizations themselves cannot agree, it makes it pretty diffi- 
cult for us to decide which one is right, as you can appreciate. 

Mr. Core. I think eventually we should sit down and agree, just as 
you Congressmen do, on the bills you agree on. 

Mr. Ayres. That is what we are trying to do; go out of Washington 
to get the viewpoint and to see if there can’t be agreement. 

I agree with you that there should be publicity given to what we 
stated at the opening of this hearing. And that 1s that there are not 
any bills, not a one—that I am familiar with—pending before the 
Congress today, that would cut any compensation payment or any 
pension payment. The Bradley Commission has been interpreted by 
many people as being just the next thing to legislation. But it is not. 
And as you well know, and I want to reemphasize that again, it takes 
the introduction of a bill, the approval of that bill by the committee, 
the approval by the Rules Committee, and the passage by the House 
and the Senate, and the signature of the President, before it can be- 
come law. So I think we can make that point very clear, that 
although the Commission has made recommendations, those recom- 
mendations are not law. And in my judgment, as I said at the open- 
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ing of the hearing, there will not be any legislation passed in this 
session of Congress that is going to cut the compensation payment or 
the pensions to any veteran. 

Mr. Cour. That is probably correct, and I don’t want to embarrass 
you by asking you the question whether you feel, following the Brad- 
ley Commission report, a bill will be prepared, along that line. 

Mr. Ayres. I will be very happy to answer the question. As far as 
my introducing such a bill, to follow all of the recommendations in 
the Bradley report, I would not think of doing so, because I do not 
agree with everything in the report. But I think, like every other 
Member of Congress, there are some things in the report with which 
I am in accord. 

But as far as a blanket bill covering all of the recomendations, I 
can assure you that will not happen so far as the members of the 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee are concerned. 

Mr. Core. Let me say, Bill, that you have been one of our great 
friends in Congress from the standpoint of the veterans. We do not 
anticipate that you will doit. But we are anticipating that there are 
Congressmen who will do it. I do not mean to leave any implication 
here whatsoever with anyone that I thought you might participate 
in that. 

Mr. Ayres. We do not want to get into a discussion of things in 
the report that you agree with, but I know, as conscientious a person 
as you are, there would be things in there that you are in cabal with. 


Mr. Corr. That is correct. Iam heartily in accord with some ele- 
ments of the Bradley Commission report. 
Now, I would also recommend that members of your committee hold 


hearings in some of the smaller communities in the United States, 
with less than 5,000 population. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Cole, that is contemplated. They will be held in 
the smaller communities in all probability, but there will be others 
of the same kind as we are holding today. 

Mr. Coxe. I would be remiss if I concluded without calling your 
attention to the fact that in 1955, $4,469 million was given away to 
foreign countries, many of whom are former enemies, and that this 
astronomical sum would care for the unfortunate veterans in this 
country for a period of at least 7 years under the proposed pension 
plan. 

If we were to add to that the sum granted in the past 10 years to 
other countries, we could have permanently taken care of our dis- 
abled and unfortunate veterans, and in addition, reduced the taxation 
in this country. 

Now, as the former speaker said, I don’t think we want to get into 
discussion about the value of the foreign aid plan. There is certainly 
some value to it. But we do believe, as the speaker said, in nationalism 
and not in internationalism if some of our own citizens are going to 
suffer. 

Mr. Ayres. I think we should repeat again that nearly 75 percent 
of so-called foreign aid money comes in the category of military ex- 
penditures. The reason that the Goyernment feels a foreign aid pro- 
gram is necessary, whether it be under the administration of 10 years 
ago or the administration today, is not that we want to pour money 
down any ratholes, but that those who are in a position to know the 
world situation feel that security for the 165 million people here at 
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home perhaps is a little more secure if we help some of those people. 
That, we hope, will prevent our boys from fae in foreign lands. 
And I want to stress a point with which I am sure you and your or- 
ganization are in accord. We all want to do everything possible to 
maintain an honorable peace. 

Mr. Core. Right. 

Mr. Ayres. And if the expenditure of that money helps in that 
direction, I think we have to consider it in that light. 

Mr. Core. But if on the other hand we have the extinction of the 
veteran, there should be an even balance. 

Mr. Ayres. We cannot penalize those who have protected us in the 
past, just so that we will be protected in the future. 

Mr. Cote. While our organization expressed no particular opinion 
regarding foreign aid, I feel the majority of the American people 
join me in the thought that we must first take care of our unfortunate 
veterans, and, if we have anything left, determine whether our largesse 
should be spread upon these foreign countries. 

1 want to thank you for this opportunity of appearing before you, 
and as my time is rapidly expiring, I will be glad to answer any 
questions, 

Mr. Ayres. The time of the gentleman has expired. But Mr. 
Downer has some questions. 

The Counsex. I want to thank Mr. Cole for the citation of those 
three pension cases. And perhaps he would be interested to know 
that the Veterans’ Affairs Committee is currently conducting a study 
of pension claims that have been denied, in which it appears that 
the veteran is in real need. 

As I understand the cases you cited, they had been allowed and are 
receiving pensions; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Cots. I did not hear. 

The Counsex. As I understand you, as to the cases you cited, the 
pension claim has been allowed and they are receiving pensions. 

Mr. Corz. They are receiving it, and in the 1 instance I cited they 
had been receiving it for 10 years. He was getting the $78.75. 

The Counse. In case they should subsequently be disallowed, re- 
moved from the rolls, I would appreciate it if you would write to us 
and give us the claim number, so that we might inquire into it. 

Mr. Coxe. I might say these cases were polled at random. I do not 
even know these gentlemen. I just had the Soldiers Relief prepare 
that for me. And certainly I know one of the veterans’ organizations 
would be hopping on the ball if any of these are taken off the roll. 

The Counsex. I would like to raise this further question in regard 
to those cases. As I understood your testimony, those veterans have 
no income other than their monthly pension. 

Mr. Coxe. With the exception of two, one whose wife works 1 or 2 
days a week against the advice of a physician, and the other fellow 
who was drawing some eerie relief from the city in which 
he lived. Two of them have no supplemental income over and above 
the $66.15. 

The CounseEt. But, of course, as you understand, the income of a 
wife is not counted as income for pension purposes, although it is 
available for the living expenses of the family. 

Mr. Core. Yes. We understand. 
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The Counset. Now, Mr. Cole, in those three cases that you de- 
scribed, an increase in the income limitations would not benefit those 
veterans, because they have no income. Is that correct? 

Mr. Cots. That is correct. 

The Counset. They would only be helped by an increase in the 
monthly pension rate? 

Mr. Corr. That is correct. 

The Counset. I notice that you have a copy of the report of the 
Bradley Commission, and you may recall having read in there that 
of the veterans on the pension rolls who have dependents and thereby 
come under the $2,700 income limitation, two-thirds of them have 
incomes of less than $2,000 per year. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Core. Yes. 

The Counset. Consequently, for those two-thirds, their only ben- 
efit would be to increase the monthly rate of pension. Is that correct? 

Mr. Core. That is correct. 

The Counset. Now, one further thing I wanted to mention, Mr. 
Cole: You are perhaps familiar with the fact that part III of Vet- 
erans’ Regulation No. 1A provides that a permanent total disability 
shall be held to exist when there is any impairment of mind or body 
that makes it impossible for the average person to pursue a substan- 
tially gainful occupation. 

Mr. Cote. Yes. 

The Counse.. That is commonly referred to as the employability 
clause. Actually, what it is is a standard for the determination of 
disability. 

Under that language of the veterans regulation, one who is able 
to pursue a gainful occupation is not disabled for pension purposes. 

The committee has found many instances where a veteran who 
has a very substantial physical impairment but no income, unless 
he is able to work, must, therefore, force himself in spite of his dis- 
ability to follow some employment, for otherwise he would have 
nothing to live on except the pension. When he does work, the Vet- 
erans’ Administration says, “You are not disabled, because you are 
following a gainful occupation.” 

It is our viewpoint that one of the biggest weaknesses in the present 
pension program is the so-called employability factor, which results 
in the denial of pensions to veterans in need, on the ground that 
they are not disabled, since employable, even though they have sub- 
stantial physical defects. 

Now, there is one bill pending before our committee which is spon- 
sored by the Veterans of Foreign Wars—— 

Mr. Corte. Pardon me. You are speaking entirely of non-service- 
connected ? 

The Counset. Yes; non-service-connected pensions. 

Which would provide that a substantially gainful employment 
should not be deemed to exist unless the rate of pay therefor was in 
excess of the minimum wage under the minimum wage-and-hour-law. 

Are you familiar with that legislative proposal? 

Mr. Cote. Yes. 

The Counsex. In your judgment, would that be a sound method 
of approach to endeavor to establish an equitable pension program? 

Mr. Core. Let me say first that I am utterly opposed to any dole 
system, meaning that I feel that a man should be unemployable before 
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he should be entitled—or past the age of 65 before he should be en- 
titled—to receive a pension of this sort. Does that answer your 
question ¢ 

The Counset. In some instances, Mr. Cole, the compensation from 
the employment may be much less than the income limitations gov- 
erning the payment of the pension. In fact, we have discovered cases 
where one might earn only three or four hundred dollars a year from 
employment, but the Veterans’ Administration might determine that 
to be substantially gainful, and in that instance he would be held not 
disabled. Now, the proposal that I referred to would merely provide 
that unless the income from his employment equaled the minimum 
wage of $1 per hour under the minimum wage-and-hour law, it would 
not be considered substantially gainful. 

Mr. Cote. I see what you are getting at now. 

In other words, if a man is partially employable and past the age 
of 65; is that what you mean? 

The Counseu. At any age. 

Mr. Corte. At any age. Your question would be, then: Do we have 
an obligation to see that the Government gives him the differentia- 
tion between what he is able to earn and what we consider in this 
country as a living standard ? 

The Counsex. Yes. 

Mr. Coxe. I believe we should, yes. 

The Counseu. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Mr. Cole. 

Is Veteran Harry Jenkins in the audience ? 

Will you state your full name and address, for the benefit of the 
reporter ¢ 


STATEMENT OF HARRY L. JENKINS, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Jenkins. Harry L. Jenkins, 8014 Merriman Road, Akron. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Jenkins, you appeared before the committee re- 
questing that your case be heard on the basis that you are a disabled 
veteran ¢ 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. Would you tell the committee just what your disability 
is, where it was incurred, and what difficulty you have? 

Mr. Jenxrns. Well, I am 100 percent disabled. It occurred on Iwo 
Jima in 1945. I had one limb blown off and part of the other foot, 
and shrapnel in other parts of the body. 

Mr. Ayres. Are youemployed at the present time ¢ 

Mr. Jenxrns. No. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you have a family ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. What does the family consist of ¢ 

Mr. Jenkins. A wife and one child and myself. 

Mr. Ayres. A wife and one child ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. What is the total income that you receive from the 
Government for suffering this 100-percent disability ¢ 

Mr. JENKINS. $263. 

Mr. Ayres. You receive $263 per month ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 
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Mr. Ayres. For your wife, yourself, and your child ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. Why is it that your disability prevents you from having 
employment ? 

Mr. Jenkins. I quit school when I was 16, and right at my 17th 
birthday I went into the Marine Corps. The only thing I know how 
to do now is labor. And I have tried that a couple of times, with an 
artificial limb, but in a couple of months I had to quit and go to the 
hospital. And I have not had the education to get an office job, where 
I could sit down. The only thing I could do is labor. I can’t do it 
without my artificial limb, and I am ordered not to do it with my 
artificial limb from the doctor. I have to use crutches. 

Mr. Ayres. Have you suffered any disability in your other limb? 

Mr. Jenkins. In my other foot ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, it is hard to balance myself with crutches. 

Mr. Ayres. In other words, unless something unusual, unforeseen, 
some miraculous thing occurs, you can expect your future income to 
be the $263 ? 

Mr. Jenxins. Yes. That is in the last year, I’ve been getting that. 

Mr. Ayres. What did you get prior to that? 

Mr. Jenxrns. I think it was $247. 

Mr. Ayres. But at the present time, under the law, unless the law 
is changed, $263 is all you can expect to get to support your wife and 
your child? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. Because I can’t do no labor with crutches, and 
I haven’t got an education for an office job. 

Mr. Ayres. We can appreciate that. 

Actually, you being in that condition, you feel that disability pay- 
ments to a 100-percent disabled veteran should be increased ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. As has been brought out here before, under the Bradley 
Commission’s report, the survey that they conducted, which made it 
possible for them to contact some 10,000 veterans, including 100-per- 
cent disabled veterans, disclosed that the 100-percent disabled veteran 
has approximately $1,200 per year 

Mr. JENKINS. I have heard that. 

Mr. Ayres. Less than the average veteran, both disabled and non- 
disabled. But the people that are really hurt are those who fall in 
the category that you are in, having 100-percent disability, being 
unemployed, and still having nothing to look forward to except an 
increase in compensation rates. 

Now, at the present time, Harry—and I do not want to embarrass 
you with this question, but I think we have got to get the facts out 
on the table if we are going to have some constructive things to offer 
to the committee, since there are thousands of boys throughout the 
country that fall in the same category that you do. 

We had testimony here earlier this morning that a disabled veteran 
who reached the age of 62 or 65 felt it unfair that he could receive 
only two-hundred-some-odd dollars a month now and retain pension 
entitlement. 

You naturally associate with a lot of disabled veterans. 

Mr. Jenxins. Ido. I have seen a lot of them. 

Mr. Ayres. You have seen them in the hospitals? 
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Mr. Jenkins. I have been up there enough to know plenty of them. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you think the fair thing to do would be to increase 
the disability payments to those with a 100- percent disability who are 
unemployable before we consider any other legislation in the 
Congress ? 

Mr. JENKINS. You mean before they consider giving a pension at 
the age of 65% 

Mr. Ayres. Before we consider an increase in pensions for non- 
service-connected disabilities. My question to you is this; and I think 
the answer is obvious, but I want it in the record. 

Do you feel that it would be fair for the Government to increase 
the amount of pensions being paid to veterans who have a non- 
service-connected disability and still leave you with a 100-percent 
disability to get along on $263 a month, as the sole support for you 
and your wife and child? 

Mr. Jenkins. I don’t quite understand what you mean. I would 
say that they should look out for the disabled veteran who was service 
connected before the non-service-connected. I would say yes, look 
out for the service connected. 

Mr. Ayres. If the 100 percent disabled who are unemployable— 
if their percentage payment was increased 30 percent, that would 
bring you up to approximately $345 a month. Would that increase of 
roughly $75 make life a little more pleasant for you and your family, 
Harry? 

Mr. JENKINS. It sure would. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you have any questions, Mr. Downer ? 

The Counsex. I assume your compensation rate is computed on the 
basis of $181 per month for permanent total disability, plus $47 per 
month statutory award for the loss of your leg, plus $35 per month 
dependency allowance for your wife and your child. 

Mr. Jenxins. Right. 

The Counsen. And you have no other income; is that correct? 

Mr. Jenxins. No, I haven’t for the past 10 years. 

The CounseL. Have you given enough consideration to your own 
circumstances and the cost of living that you have any monetary 
figure in mind as to what you think would be required to provide for 
you and your family in an adequate and satisfactory manner ? 

Mr. Jenkins. You mean how much more do | think ? 

The Counse.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. No; but whatever it would be would be a help. I 
don’t have any certain amount in mind. 

The Counset. Do you have difficulty in living within the amount 
of compensation you are now receiving / 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes. 

The Counsex. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. There are several recommendations pending before 
the committeee at the present time, Harry, that would increase the 
payment to those who have a disability to the extent that they are un- 
employable. The bill is being drafted this weekend, which would be 
considered by the committee within the next week or 10 days. 

I want to tell you from the bottom of my heart it is my hope and 
prayer that we will be able to enact legislation that will increase the 
payment for those with service- connected disability who find them- 
selves throughout this country in the category that you are. 
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I do not want you disabled veterans with 100 percent disabilities to 
think that you are forgotten in any way. 

Mr. Jenkins. No; I don’t think that. 

Mr. Ayres. I can appreciate the trials and tribulations and the 
hardships that you are confronted with. But this bill is going to be 
given top consideration, and it is my hope, before this session of Con- 
gress adjourns, that we will be able to increase the payment for those 
boys who find themselves in your category. We will do our best, 
anyway. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Ayres, could I say another thing about this home- 
loan business? Is there going to be something straightened up where 
a disabled veteran who is not working, who cannot work, like myself, 
can make a direct loan. I have had trouble with the house. 

Mr. Ayres. We have an extension of direct loan pending now, and 
there will be an amendment offered to that. 

Mr. Jenxtns. I mean in all counties. From what I understand, 
they have got it in certain counties now. 

Mr. Ayres. That is true. An amendment will be offered to make 
direct loans available to every veteran who has a 100-percent disability 
whose total income is only what he draws in his compensation. And 
that, of course, would cover you. 

Mr. Jenkins. As you know, if you are not working, it is hard to get 
a loan. 

Mr. Ayres. I think there is a very good chance of that being passed. 
In fact, there are those who think the direct loan program would 
probably have to be expanded so long as private mortgage money is 
sotight. Weare working on that, too. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Jenkins. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Is Mr. Gamler here? 

Will you state your full name, Paul, for the benefit of the reporter ? 


STATEMENT OF PAUL GAMLER, BARBERTON, OHIO 


Mr. Gamurr. My name is Paul Gamler, 503 East Avenue, Barber- 
ton, Ohio. 

Mr. Ayres. I appreciate your coming down, Paul. 

Paul has a situation and a case that is typical of thousands through- 
out the United States. Attempts have been made to rectify what I 
think isan inequity. 'To date we have not been successful. 

Will you tell them what your ailment is, Paul ? 

Mr. Gamurr. My ailment is arthritis of the spine, spondylitis, 
Marie-Strumpell type. 

Mr. Ayres. And what was your service record, Paul? How many 
years were you in service ? 

Mr. Gamer. Three years and 7 months and 12 days. 

Mr. Ayres. How much of this time was spent out of the country ? 

Mr. Gamter. There wasn’t any of it. 

Mr. Ayres. How much of the ailment that you have now is traceable 
to the work you did while you were in the service ? 

Mr. Gamurr. This arthritis started on me 114 years before dis- 
charge. It was in the summer of 1944, and I got discharged in Decem- 
ber 1945. 












VIEWS OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 389] 


Mr. Ayres. And you had sought relief prior to being discharged 
from the service? 

Mr.Gamter. Yes. I had X-rays and had went on sick call. 

Mr. Ayres. But at that time it had not been analyzed as being 
arthritis? 

Mr. Gamer. No. .The X-rays were a kidney X-ray, which showed 
that there was no kidney trouble, but the doctors from the Veterans’ 
Administration now claim that if we can get the papers, which cannot 
be found now, we will show some part of the spine condition which 
might be traceable to my arthritis. 

Mr. Ayres. How soon after you were discharged, Paul, did that 
arthritis start causing you serious difficulty ? 

Mr. Gamter. I will say seriously that I went to a doctor approx- 
imately 114 years. 

Mr. Ayres. After you had been discharged ? 

Mr. Gamer. After discharge. But I would like to tell you that my 
type of arthritis is a rare type. It is rheumatoid spondylitis, Marie- 
Strumpell ope. And this type of arthritis mostly hits men at about 
the age of 25. This type of arthritis strikes, it cripples, as you can see 
now on me. It took 12 years to do this. It will go into a rest period, 
and it won’t bother you for a while, and then it will act up on you 
again. Itis avery rare type of arthritis. 

Mr. Ayres. Have you had any doctor outside of the VA, Paul, that 
has been able to analyze your case and state that it was actually started 
or aggravated by your service ? 

Mr. Gamer. Just statements of specialists that will say “presum- 
ably.” They cannot say definitely. 

Mr. Ayres. But at the same time, they cannot say that it did not? 

Mr. Gamater. That is right. I am right now going through tests at 
the City Hospital on the request of General Kennedy. He is a retired 
General of the Air Force, head of the American Society for Arthritis. 

And through his interest, any specialist will be able to testify that 
this arthritis is a long process and that I probably had it while in 
service. 

Mr. Ayres. The Air Force conferred with me on that, Paul, as you 
know, and I certainly hope something comes from it, because we have 
not been able to get the legislation p: assed that I feel is nec essary. 

Now, are you familiar, Paul, with the fact that since the Veterans’ 
Administration doctors have failed to state your condition did start 
while you were in the service or was aggravated thereby your only 
chance of eceiving one penny of compensation is for the Congress of 
the United States to extend the presumptive period another year? 
Because they then would assume that your ailment is service 
connected. 

Mr. Gamer. I am aware of that. And in the past there has been a 
similar bill passed to take care of the disease multiple sclerosis. They 
have extended that for 1 year. Later on there was a bill passed to ex- 
tend that 1 year period for TB. 

Now Congressman Ayres has taken a ae il interest in my case— 
and I thank him very much—and similar cases to mine, and he has 
introduced into Congress a bill to take care of fellows in my condition 
with arthritis to extend this 1- -year period. And I think there is also 
a bill for mental cases. Is that right? But this bill is pigeonholed. Tt 
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has been brought up, but it is in a pigeonhole. And I am very, very 
grateful to be here today to ask this committee to help in any way that 
they can, and all you people, to help to get that bill out of the pigeon- 
hole and passed to help us veterans of today and our children that are 
to be the future veterans of tomorrow. 

Mr. Ayres. How many children do you have, Paul? 

Mr. Gamuer. I have one, a 7-year old boy. 

Mr. Ayres. And you do your best—sometimes I know it is very diffi- 
cult, but you do your best to work. 

Mr. Gamurr. Yes, sir; I do. I made $3,200 last year. And I work 
at the Ohio Brass in the machine shop. I have a very good bench job. 

Mr. Ayres. And if your condition becomes worse, of course, with 
the type of employment you have you would not be able to continue to 
work 

Mr. Gamter. That is right, sir. 

I would like to get back, Congressman, if I can, to my records in the 
Army. 

As I have stated, the X-ray pictures cannot be found. On my medi- 
cal records, it will state exactly every day that I went on sick call. 
Every day is right there, the exact date. But beside the records it 
states, “diagnosis and treatment not stated.” 

So the Veterans’ Administration can say that “maybe you went on 
for a cold. You didn’t go on for back trouble.” Well, 1 can’t prove 
that. So the Veterans’ Administration tells me, “Paul, it is not our 
fault. It is not your fault, Paul. It is the Army’s fault.” 

Well, the Army was 12 million people or more. Now, who am I going 
to go to for help! 


So they told me in lieu of these records for me to get 3 of my 


buddies—they only wanted 3; I could have gotten lots of them. They 
only wanted three. So I got three of my buddies to write statements of 
me suffering with back trouble that year and a half before discharge. 
All these were notarized, their statements. And I also got 134 signa- 
tures from the people who work with me at the factory, plus m 
friends. And this was notarized, stating that they knew me to be suf- 
fering from back trouble within 1 year of discharge. 

Mr. Ayres. Did you actually shrink in height while you were in 
service, Paul? 

Mr. Gamer. Congressman, I have in my pocket now passes, one 
when I was a private, which will show the height on there behind me 
on the screen, that my hair is at 6 feet. My actual height was 5 feet 11 
inches, because of the hair, I presume. But on this picture it will defi- 
nitely show in my pocket on these two passes. And then when I was 
a corporal, that was later on. This, as a private, was in 1952. So the 
other one does not have the date on, but it states that I am a corporal. 
And it will show that I am only at about 5 foot 11. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, this is the first time, Paul, that we have been able 
to bring an individual case, which is representative, as I say, of thou- 
sands, before the committee. And your case will be reviewed again by 
the VA, but I don’t think that we can correct the situation there, as 
you have already so ably pointed out. But it is my hope that we can 
extend the presumptive period, so that your disability will finally 
be taken care of. 

We hope that your condition does not become any worse. We cer- 
tainly admire you for the way you are working on the job with that 
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disability. But I can give you every assurance on my part that we 
will do our best to oat laniintion out to help the thousands of boys 
in the category into which you have fallen. 

Thank you very much, Paul. 

Mr. Gamter. I thank the committee. 

The Counset. Were you discharged for physical disability ? 

Mr. Gamer. No, sir. 

Mr. Ayres. And what was your length of service again ? 

Mr. GaMLER. 3 years, 7 months, and 12 days. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Paul. 
oat Gamter. I thank the committee. I thank you, Congressman 
Ayres. 

Mr. Ayres. Since we are making a verbatim report of this, and the 
reporters’ fingers must be very tired, we will take a 5-minute recess. 

(Short ree) 

Mr. Ayres. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Joseph Miller ? 

Will you state your full name and adress, Mr. Miller, for the benefit 
of the reporter ? 


STATEMENT OF JOSEPH G. MILLER, ATTORNEY, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Mitxer. My name is Joseph G. Miller. 

Mr. Ayres. And in what capacity are you here, Mr. Miller? 

Mr. Miter. Well, primarily I am here individually as a veteran 
who had at one time received a disability award, but I find 1 am here 
in a dual capacity, as representing the Junior Chamber of Commerce, 
which organization has asked me to appear here before your com- 
mittee this morning. 

Mr. Ayres. What was your service record, Mr. Miller? 

Mr. Miter. I spent 4 years in the service, 2 of which were overseas, 
as a pilot in the Air Force. 

Mr. Ayres. And what was your disability ¢ 

Mr. Miter. I received a disability for malaria, and extreme dysen- 
tery. 

Mr. Ayres. You are very frank. Are you drawing a disability 
payment now ? 

Mr. Minter. No; my disability was discontinued in 1948. It was 
a 2-year award, 40-percent disability, as I recall, maybe 30. I don’t 
quite recall at this time. 

Mr. Ayres. One other question. What veterans organizations do 
you belong to? 

Mr. Mixer. I am not a member of any veterans organization. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you. 

Mr. Mixer. I have a statement here, Mr. Congressman, which I 

repared, thinking that this is what this committee wanted. I will 
just refer to it and make my statement as extemporaneously as I can. 

Mr. Ayres. You may put your statement in the record and make 
your comments extemporaneously, if you wish. 

Mr. Miter. All right. 

At the outset, I would like to commend this committee for its re- 
sourcefulness and its imagination in seeking the opinions of a repre- 
sentative cross section of the American people before it makes its 
decision on the bills presently pending before the committee. It is 
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my honest opinion that in a very real sense this represents democracy 
at its operative best. 

I think this is particularly true, because it is quite obvious that 
extreme pressure is being put on this committee by very many veterans 

«roups who are seeking, I believe, a carte blanche. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Miller, I would like to take credit for the so-called 
grassroots approach, but the credit for that goes to the chairman of 
the committee, Mr. Teague of Texas. Iw anted to make that clear. 

Mr. Mituer. Oh, yes. 

As I understand it, there are 14 proposals presently before this 
committee. I know your job is not an-easy one, and I hope and I 
trust that the entire committee will show strength and resourcefulness 
at the time that it has to make its decisions. This is true because I 
believe that we have reached at this point a clear line of demarcation 
in the area of veterans benefits, and it occurs to me that it will take a 
great deal of courage on your part as well as on the part of the rest of 
the committee as well as on the part of the Congress as a whole to face 
up to this obvious fact. 

It is my opinion that there are but a limited few people who are 
pressuring for the kind of legislation in a general sense that has been 
proposed to this committee. These people are leaders of well-dis- 
ciplined, well-organized veterans groups, and they are extremely vocal 
and extremely forceful. We have seen examples of that here today 
before your committee, 

But it is my opinion that you will find that the overwhelming num- 
ber of the American people, as well as the overwhelming number of 
individual veterans, are against the extension of benefits for non- 
service-connected disabilities and against the granting of pensions 
based solely on the fact that an individual at one time had spent some 
time in the service of the United States. 

Now, as I indicated to you before, I speak in a sense as a veteran. 
But I also speak as a member of the junior chamber of commerce, 
which is an organization of young men betw een the ages of 21 and 36. 
We have appr roximately 200,000 members in almost all communities 
of the United States. And of those men between those ages, there 
are approximately 85 percent veterans in that organization. 

Several years ago a resolution was adopted by the national organi- 

zation which was reaffirmed in Atlanta 2 years ago, and that resolu- 
tion went unalterably on record as being in opposition to the granting 
of any disability allowances for non-service-connected disabilities. 

Now, it is my opinion that we have reached the optimum point in 
the extension of compensation to veterans. 

For those men—and you have seen examples of them here today- 
who have incurred service-connected disabilities, I would advocate 
the most liberal kind of grants, because it is obviously apparent. that 
the disabilities that they have incurred, they have incurred directly 
in line of duty in defense of their country. 

Now, by the very nature of world affairs, it is quite apparent that 
we have, and shall perhaps in the future, entered into armed conflict 
for the preservation of what we consider quite important to us. Those 
of us who have had to go into the service should have gone in with 
the realization that what we were fighting for was not alone the 
preservation of what our country stood for, but we were fighting also 
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for the preservation of those things that we individually felt were 
important to us. 

I believe, Mr. Congressman, that the time has come for us to stop 
the attitude that the Federal Government owes all veterans a living, 
owes all veterans compensation for the rest of their lives; I think 
that we have to start becoming logical. I think we have to start 
growing up in this area of veterans’ affairs. And I think we have 
to look quite intelligently at the relationship of all of us to one an- 
other. 

Passage of the kind of legislation that has been proposed to this 
committee would create class legislation at its very worst. 

We cannot and should never ‘deny a serviceman or a veteran ade- 
quate benefits or compensation for service-connected disabilities. But 
when a man leaves the service and has received or shall receive those 
benefits that have accrued to him prior to that point, at that time he 
becomes a part of the whole and not a man who has reached a higher 
plateau or a member of a privileged class of society. 

There is no logic, I submit to you, in these bills, but there is pure 
emotion, and there is great pressure from a small minority of the 
American people. And it is my humble opinion for what it is worth 
that this philosophy of spoon-feeding to the veteran is repugnant to 
our form of government. 

I say to you in closing: Be fair to the veteran. Give him every- 
thing he is entitled to. “But also be fair to the American people as 
a whole. Treat the veteran as a part of the whole, privileged only 
so far as that he should receive pdenale and. just compensation for 
service-connected disabilities, but not to such a degree that because 
he has been a veteran that mere fact alone places him in a privileged 
class. 

Now, I know your committee will have to have great courage to 
take that kind of a stand. But it is my opinion that the American 
people have the right to expect that kind of courage from their 
Congressmen. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Mr. Miller. 

It has been my experience in the Congress that usually the Congress 
does face up to its responsibility when all the facts are in, and as 
the facts are being accumulated both from the Washington scene and 
all throughout the country I hope that we will do the right thing. 

Now, you mentioned that you felt we should liberalize or at least be 
a little generous regarding ‘the service-connected disab lity, and re- 
ferring to typical examples that have appeared before the committee 
today. 

In the case of a man who is 100 percent disabled and unemployable, 
what would you say, for a man with a wife and child, would be fair 
compensation for him to receive today ? 

Mr. Mixer. Well, of course, that is an economic question, and I 
am not qualified to answer that. It is quite obvious you would have 
to determine what it takes to have a man able to pay his rent, how much 
food it takes to feed a family adequately. I am not here to tell you pre- 
cisely. 

Mr. Ayres. Let me put it to you this way, then, Mr. Miller. Do you 
think the figure cited here, the $263, is a fair figure, based on your own 
experience ? ; 
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Mr. MiiiEr. Well, let me ask you this. 
into effect. 

Mr. Ayres. Approximately 2 years ago. 

The Counset. The present rates were established at the close of the 
ist session of the 83d Congress, which would be not quite 2 years ago. 
ago. 

Mr. Ayres. Not quite 2 years ago. 

Mr. Mriter. Well, I think this: We are all aware of the fact that 
the cost of living varies quite considerably and is not completely an- 
chored to what we receive from the Bureau of Labor Statistics. And 
it is quite obvious that a man living in Akron may need more than 
is required to live in a rural area, where perhaps the cost is less. I do 
not think it is necessary for you or any member of your committee to 
ask individuals like me how much it will take. It is my personal 
opinion that this man at $263 per month cannot live adequately and 
live an average sort of existence in a community like Akron. 

Now, it is quite conceivable he might be able to in another com- 
munity. But if you ask me whether or not I feel that that man who 
sat there can live well enough to justify a $263 award, I would say 
“No.” Ithink he needs more money than that. 

Mr. Ayres. As you perhaps know, as was brought out, the 100- 
percent disabled veteran today who is unemployable averages $1,200 
per year less than other disabled veterans. 

Mr. Mrirtrr. I heard a figure about a half an hour ago. One of the 
men who testified said there were about 12 million people who were 
in the Armed Forces during World War II. If vou add that to 
the number of men in the Armed Forces during the Korean war, plus 
the number of men who were in the Armed Forces during World War 
I, and put that over in a numerator form, over the number of people 
in the United States, we will suddenly discover that we have a con- 
siderable percentage of the people in the United States who are 
veterans. 

Mr. Ayres. Twenty-two million living veterans today. 

Mr. Mittrr. All right. Now, that is living veterans. They gen- 
erally are men. I know there are a lot of women, but they generally 
are men. If you took that number and subtracted the number of 
children and subtracted the number of women, you would find 25 per- 
cent of all the men in the United States have at one time or another 
spent time in the service. And when you get to the point where you are 
eranting or considering granting pensions to all people when they 
reach a certain age because they had at one time spent time in the serv- 
ice, it becomes an absurdity. It becomes John paying Joe, who then 
turns around and pays John again, with the middle man being the 
the Federal Government, which I completely abhor in this type of a 
situation. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Downer, any questions? 

The Counset. If I understood your statement correctly, you said 
you were opposed to an extension of non-service-connected pensions. 
Does that mean that you are not opposed to continuation of the pro- 
gram in something like its present form? 

Mr. Miter. Well, if I said that, I did not make an accurate state- 
ment. I was against the extension of the present program to include 
non-service-connected disabilities as has been proposed before this 
committee. 


When did that statute go 
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The Counse.. I recall several years ago the famous hero of World 
War I, Sgt. Alvin York, became destitute and was disabled and ap- 
plied for a non-service-connected pension. Is it your viewpoint that 
in the case of one such as Sgt. Alvin York, who performed long and 
meritorious service in time of war, that if he becomes disabled and 
destitute, he is entitled to pension on the basis of his service and need ? 

Mr. Mitxer. I do not believe he is entitled to a pension on the basis 
of the fact that he was in the service. Now, if there were to be special 
legislation proposed before the Congress for a special grant for a 
person like Alvin York, if I were there I would vote for it. But 
you have to divorce two things, I think; the fact that he was in the 
service, in itself, is one, and the fact that he was a hero and hence 
became a public figure is another. And the fact that his situation 
was called to the American people raised him in the eyes of the Amer- 
ican people as a man to whom sympathy should be extended. The 
fact that he was in the military service did not in itself cause him to 
be destitute. If it did, you see, then there should be some relation- 
ship between his being destitute and having been in the service, and 
an award should be granted. But there is no relationship, to my way 
of thinking, between the fact that Alvin York was destitute and the 
fact that he was in the service. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Neigardt? 


STATEMENT OF VERNE NEIGARDT, NATIONAL SERVICE OFFICER, 
DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, CLEVELAND REGIONAL OF- 
FICE, VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION 


Mr. Netearpr. Mr. Chairman, with your permission: My name 
is Verne Neigardt. I am a national service officer employed full time 
by the Disabled American Veterans at the regional office of the Cleve- 
land Veterans’ Administration. 

I have prepared a short statement, which, with your permission, I 
would like to read, 

Mr. Ayres. You may proceed. 

Mr. Neicarpt. We of the DAV appreciate the opportunity to ap- 
pear before this body to discuss any pending legislation and our posi- 
tion on the general merits of proposals under consideration today. 

The DAY, as you know, is unique among the veterans’ organiza- 
tions, inasmuch as from the beginning our sole objective has been 
devoted to improving and advancing the interests of all wounded, 
gassed, injured, or disabled veterans, and to aid and assist wartime 
disabled veterans, their widows, their orphans, and their dependents. 

At our national conventions held annually, there is very seldom 
any discussion on nonservice pensions. 

In 1954, at the Miami national convention of the Disabled Ameri- 
can Veterans, the national executive committee and the national con- 
vention of the DAV assembled at Miami Beach in Florida August 
15-21, 1954, went on record that they would not take any legislative 
action on resolutions or proposed legislation which aims to provide 
benefits for veterans or their dependents based upon other than serv- 
ice-connected or incurred disabilities. 
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The national commander, General Moss, in his statement to the 
House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs in reference to pensions, made 
the following statement, and I quote: 


The DAV cannot in good conscience support a liberalized or general pension 

program based upon length of service or age. Too many of our members are 
actually apprehensive and fearful that such a generous pension program would 
sound the death knell of the whole compensation for the service connected 
structure and in the end the dissolution of the hospital program and medical 
program of the Veterans’ Administration. 
It is true that in the past we have never taken any actual action to 
oppose any so-called nonservice pension or part III benefits. These 
benefits, as you know, have been based upon unemployability in 
restricted income requirements. However, the time has come when 
the proposals for outright pensions have become more liberalized, 
and if enacted into law it would in short order sound the death knell 
of the existing program providing for compensation and death bene- 
fits for service-connected disabilities. So we of the DAV think. 

To many of those who doubt this, I am sure there are many mem- 
bers here present who recall the Economy Act of 1933, which sought 
to and almost did wipe out the entire program of veterans benefits. 
This Economy Act was less than 3 years after the enactment of the 
Disability Allowance Act, which authorized payments of pensions 
for nonservice-connected disabilities. 

Before we of the DAV are called any names, and so forth, for 
our stand on this, we believe that we should state that many of the 
World War I and ITI and Korean veterans have continued to exist 
on their service connected payments, compensation checks, and that 
many of these disabled men by reason of their incurred disabilities 
have reduced incomes because of these, and many of them have passed 
on long before their time, leaving dependent widows, children, and 
parents. And we think that these persons should come first. We 
think that the service connected injury and the service connected man 
should have compensation raised and increased before the nonservice- 
connected benefits. 

I believe as of today there are approximately 50 bills before the 
House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs for service connected benefits, 
and I believe also that as of today no veterans organization has ac- 
tually come to the front and supported completely any of these bills. 
So I was informed by our national director of claims, Mr. Hogan, as of 
yesterday. 

We have seen the recommendations on this President’s committee, 
the Bradley report, and a number of these recommendations deal 
with the reduction and taking away of benefits that are already in 
effect, such as the statutory awards for amputees, loss of eyes, and so 
forth; also the repealing of the presumptive period now in effect for 
certain disabilities. And we believe that our views are warranted on 
this, inasmuch as the service connected is being overlooked in prefer- 
ence to the non-service-connected veteran. 

We of the DAV therefore believe that we deserve the moral support 
of veterans who, while not eligible for membership in the DAV, 
still believe that the care of the wartime disabled and their depend- 
ents is the first responsibility of our Nation. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Mr. Neigardt. 

Were you here when Mr. Jenkins was testifying ? 
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Mr. Neicarpr. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you feel that the Congress should consider legis- 
lation increasing the compensation for those with 100 percent service- 
connected disability &: 

Mr. NeEigarpr. ea, I believe the present setup is inadequate to 
take care of the seriously disabled veteran who is completely unem- 
ployable. 

Mr. Ayres. We have found that the 100 percent disabled veteran, 
in a majority of cases, is'the one who is unemployable. And with 
the present compensation rate as it is, the 100 percent service-con- 
nected disabled veteran finds it very, very difficult to maintain a stand- 
ard of living comparable to that of the average veteran who does not 
have a disability. 

Mr. Nertearpr. Also, Mr. Chairman, however, while we agree with 
the Congressman on the statement of the 100 percent disabled, there 
are a number of veteran who are not by schedule rated at 100 percent 
disabled, who are possibly 50, 60, and as low as 40 percent disabled, 
and who, by reason of the nature of their disabilities, are handi- 
capped considerably in the obtaining of employment and holding 
down employment. And I also think ‘that their compensation should 
be increased and it should not be limited strictly to the unemployable 
veteran. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, we have found that even though the disability 
may, as you say, be only 40, 50, 60, 70, or 80 percent, their earning 
power has been impaired because of that disability. 

Mr. Downer ? 

The Counset. As a service officer, Mr. Neigardt, you probably 
recall that 2 years ago 3,000 beds in the Veterans’ ‘Administration 
hospitals were closed for lack of funds, and there was a serious effort 
to close Veterans’ Administration hospitals. There was recently com- 
pleted a long-range development program that will cost in excess 

of $500 million over the next 8 years that will lead to the actual re- 
placement of 8 hospitals and the extensive modernization of about 
50 others. 

In your judgment do you think the hospital and medical care should 
be given’ prior consideration in the veteran benefit program ? 

Mr. Neiearpr. Prior? 

The Counset. Do you think it should be given a higher priority 
than pensions in the veterans’ benefit program / 

Mr. Nercarpr. Well, in my estimation the medical program cer- 
tainly is a very highly desired program in the VA, because without 
it many of your veterans are returned to unemployability, and at the 
present time my present opinion is that the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion facilities are not adequate. 

The Counseu. As a service officer, do you represent veterans in 
claims for non-service-connected pensions ? 

Mr. Nerearpr. Yes. 

The Counsen. From your experience in that field, do you feel 
that an increase in the income limitations would be of assistance to 
very many that you represent? 

Mr. Nerearpr. May I answer that in this manner: In many in- 
stances veterans who are receiving non-service-connected pensions are 
employed 8 hours a day, 5 days a week, and they are currently under 
the current income limitations. However, their annual income may 

78223—56——6 
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be $2,000, $2,200 a year, something in that category. However, by 
reason of their ability to be employed 8 hours a day, 5 days a week, 
the VA holds that under current regulations they are gainfully em- 
ployed, and even though they are still under the income limitations 
their nonservice pensions are discontinued on the basis of gainful 
employment. 

So in those cases, it would not benefit, raising the income limita- 
tion. But where a man is employed for a period of 6 months and 
exceeds the income limitations and is only able to work half time, it 
would certainly benefit him. 

The Counset. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Mr. Neigardt. 

Mr. Racco? 

State your full name and address, please. 


STATEMENT OF JOSEPH VINCENT RACCO, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Racco. My name is Joseph Vincent Racco, 1805 Dayton Street, 
Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. Chairman, and members of the Veterans’ Committee: I am 
more or less going to talk of my case. I thank God that I am not in 
the same position as Mr. Gamler or Mr. Jenkins, that it can show. 
Rut by me any doctor in the world can probably look at me and fig- 
ure, “Here is a perfect specimen of a man who is in good physical 
condition.” And probably appearances would show that. 

But in 1938 I was one of the very fortunate men, out of 20 men 
from North High to go down and enlist in the Navy. At that time 
we had to go through a rigid physical examination, and I was one of 
the very fortunate ones and the only one to be able to get in the Navy 
at that time. And it was an honor to have served in the Navy, and 
the day I was discharged the medical board discharged me after writ- 
ing to Washington to try to keep me on. They said then that if I 
wasn’t fit for sea duty they would discharge me. I cried like a little 
boy, because I felt I lost one of the greatest things I went into the 
service for. I wanted to make a career of it. 

At that time, I was alert, and looking at my record, my advance- 
ments had all jumped up, and in no time at all I was chief, recom- 
mended for warrant officer. I could have become an ensign. But 
I wanted to take my steps. I thought I would make chief first, and 
then right on through. Well, my physical disability occurred during 
the maneuvers when we were in the Atlantic Ocean, during the war. 
And nobody knew. At that time we had to send these destroyers on 
into waters that were hazardous, and we didn’t have a catwalk. At 
that time it was a gamble going from one end of the ship to the other. 
And the sea came over and caught me midway. When I dragged on 
the end of a lifeline to try to hold on, I was knocked up against the 
bulkhead, and if it wasn’t for somebody up on the torpedo deck grab- 
bing me with a hook I would have been swept overboard. But I lay 
unconscious for 72 hours at that time, and after I regained conscious- 
ness, they kept me on the ship. At that time we had a medical officer, 
and they kept me with dope and everything. 

So the ship finally got back in Boston after several months, and 
they sent me to a hospital for X-rays, and they couldn’t find anything 
wrong. And so I continued in the service at that time. But being 
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in charge of a watch in the engineroom, which was a great responsi- 
bility, at times I know that machinery sets up a harmony, and I would 
pass out on watch and everything else, which was actually hazardous. 
A man like me who was able to tell a man just what to do—I probably 
could have been court-martialed. 

But later on I continued on, and there was no reason in the world 
not to. I thought there was just days that I felt bad. And it con- 
tinued that way. And then I started becoming paralyzed, my whole 
arm and everything else. So I finally reported to the hospital. The 
officer asked me what ships I was on. I told him I was on the Hom- 
mond, the Bailey, which had just come in after a big attack with these 
five big Jap heavy cruisers. And he patted me on the shoulder, and 
he says, “You are a good destroyer man. Go back and fight the war.” 

I said, “I’m willing to go back and fight the war, but right now I 
would like to know what is w rong with me.” 

He said, “We don’t know.” 

So they sent me to the hospital. After taking tests and everything, 
they found out what was wrong with me, a he: nd i injury which didn’t 
show up in the X-ray. After spinal encephalograms and head 
encephalograms, they finally found out. 

But today it has cost me. I was a machinist. I went to work 
Goodrich when I was a discharged tire builder. I started working 
at a machine. Day after day I would be laid out beside that ma- 
chinery. They told me I would have to get something in outside work, 
something in the open, or something quiet, which I did. 

T left making a dollar and a half an hour to go to work for the city 
for 75 cents an hour. In that time I considered myself to be lucky to 
be able to get anything to help myself with. T oday I am still work- 
ing for the city. I am maintenance man at the Rubber Bowl. And 
I have to thank them, because they are good to me. Days I feel bad 
I don’t work, and days I feel good I work. But there are days when 
my wife and everybody knows I am just unbearable. My wife can’t 
live with me. 

Mr. Ayres. Joe, I have never found you unbearable, even though 
we don’t agree at times. 

What is your opinion on some of the bills pending before the com- 
mittee now ? 

Mr. Racco. Well, I have read condensedly the Bradley report. 
And in there I think they have some of the statements where an officer 
and his wife should be given so much as a pension, just like we are all 
human, and when we come to this earth we have just what we are 
going to leave with. Weare all going to go back the same way. And 
I don’t think we should show partiality. But in the case of a service- 
connected man, and also non-service-connected men, we can’t overlook 
them. There is a responsibility that we must take care of. 

I mean you can’t leave a man to come out in life and go crippled. 
Because whether the Federal Government takes care of him or not, or 
whether your city government does, somebody is going to have to. 
The taxpayer is still going to have to in the jong run. So actually 
there is no difference. 

So, I think, in these bills, the Bradley bills, there are several things 
in there that actually you just can’t agree with. You must disagree 
with them. And also on these pensions for men, those that are eligible 
and those that need pensions—certainly they are eligible and should 
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get pensions. But actually, I think you should first take care of the 
disabled man. And that is true whether it was in the service or came 
in later life. 

Mr. Ayres. When did you receive your discharge ? 

Mr. Racco. November 29, 1943. 

Mr. Ayres. And are you drawing a disability now / 

Mr. Racco. Yes. Iam drawing 60 percent. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you have any questions, Mr. Downer ? 

The Counset. That is $109a month? Correct? 

Mr. Racco. Well, I draw for my family—three children. 

The Counsex. In your opinion, would that bear a proper relation- 
ship to $105 monthly for a veteran with no disability at age 65, as is 
provided for by H. KR. 7886? 

Mr. Racco. Well, no, I don’t agree with you, due to the fact that I 
think that actually you are service-connected, and actually your mem- 
bers that have a disability—it takes more out of them. And actually 
they should be given more in proportion, due to the fact that maybe 
they spent it on doctor bills and things like that; that they should be 
usked to be given a little more in proportion to that. 

The CounseL. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Racco. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Griffith ? 

Will you state your full name and address to the reporter ? 


STATEMENT OF ALVIN J. GRIFFITH, NATIONAL SERVICE OFFICER, 
AMVETS, CLEVELAND REGIONAL OFFICE, VETERANS’ ADMINIS- 
TRATION 


Mr. GrirritH. My name is Alvin J. Griffith. I am the national 
service officer for the AMVETS, located in the Cleveland regional 
office. 

I would like to state our viewpoint as far as the AMVETS are con- 
cerned in a rather brief statement and then answer the questions if I 
am able to. 

We of the AMVETS believe that the present pension program is 
good and that the existing laws are sound. We feel that if you have 
any money to be spent, the money should be spent on deserving veterans 
or their dependents. We feel that the World War IT widow should 
be considered on a par with the World War I widow. 

We also feel that any moneys you may want to extend should be 
placed in the war scholarship bill, along with the increase in compen- 
sation. 

We feel that if this pension benefit is increased, it might upset 
many veterans benefits in the future. 

That is about the extent of it. I haven’t prepared any kind of state- 
ment, but that is just generally the way we feel about it. We feel that 
the disabled veteran should be taken care of. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Mr. Griffith, what veterans’ organizations do you 
belong to, first ? 


Mr. Grirriru. I belong to the American Legion and also the 
AMVETS. 
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Mr. Ayres. Do you feel that the individual veteran with a service- 
connected disability who comes to your organization for help now is 
satisfied with the amount of disability payment he is being paid? 

Mr. Garirriru. I feel that generally speaking the disabled veterans 
should have an increase. a 

Mr. Ayres. Do you find that the disabled veteran who is disabled 
to the extent that he is practically unemployable needs more if he is 
to maintain a decent standard of living? 

Mr. Grirriru. In the case of the service connected, I do feel he 
should have more, yes, sir. . 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Mr. Griffith. 

Mr. Grirriru. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ayres. We kept a very nice lady waiting, over there. Perhaps 
we had better call her before lunch. 

Mrs. Stempfel ? 


STATEMENT OF MRS. HENRY C. STEMPFEL, AKRON, OHIO 


Mrs. Sremprer. Mr. Ayres, I am Mrs. Henry C. Stempfel, of 458 
Kling Street, Akron, Ohio. 

Fhis will be different from what you have been hearing. It is not 
about disability. But this is really giving me quite a bit of concern, 
plus my husband. 

I say: Why give the veterans any benefits if the Government is not 
going to protect them against discrimination because of the fact that 
they are receiving them ? 

In the State of Ohio the legislature passed a bill 2 years ago, much 
to our shock and surprise : If a serviceman receives a Government pen- 
sion that exceeds unemployment benefits, he cannot draw both. 1 
don’t even know if he can draw the difference. 

My husband is past 49 and is a 30-year enlisted Navy career man 
with 24 active years in the Navy. By the end of this month, we will 
have 6 children, 7 years and under. My husband has been laid off 
since February, and we have been forced to live on his Government 
pension of $167 a month, which amounts to about $38 a week, since 
he could not draw his unemployment compensation. 

I say the law governing veterans should be nationwide, equal rights 
in all States. I feel that we are being discriminated against in the 
State of Ohio. 

Now, we don’t want relief. We are not eligible for relief. We 
have our home paid for. Of course, we just have a 1942 Pontiac 
that is ready to fall to pieces, and we don’t want relief. We applied 
for it, and we found out we were not eligible, because we had a small 
savings, and my husband had vacation pay coming, and he had a little 
bonus coming. But that is all used up now. And starting next 
month we are going to have it pretty tough, because our house taxes 
are going to be due. They are almost $80 for 6 months. We have 
house insurances to pay. That is $55 more. Today I had a charge 
of $15 worth of groceries that I had to charge to be taken out of my 
husband’s pension check next month. 

And, well, I wonder how many men in this room realize that if they 
are getting any sort of a disability pension, if it exceeds—well, I guess 
the men are paid $30 a week, if they are laid off. If their pension 
exceeds the $30 a week, they cannot draw unemployment compensation. 
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It was quite a surprise tous. My husband drew 2 years ago. That 
is why I say it is quite a shock. 

And a man his age—he will be 50 in December—first of all stands 
hardly any chance of getting another job. And secondly, I just 
wonder if the Government—of course, most men that age have their 
families raised and grown. But my husband didn’t get married until 
he was 41. Now, we have got a long row to hoe ahead of us, I just 
wonder if anyone has taken into consideration that fact. We are go- 
ing 3 have to somehow make ends meet. We don’t want to live on 
relief. 

Mr. Ayres. The pension he draws, Mr. Stemfel, is his retirement 
pay? 

Mr. Sremrre.. Yes, his retirement pay. And he thought that gave 
him some security, and we found out it just doesn’t. In other words 
he gets one thing and has something else taken away from him. of 
course, I don’t think that exists much more, because I think if they 
fight the Ford and Chrysler workers like they have in Michigan and 
now in Illinois, that will have to be changed. It will have to be, with 
pressure. But in the meantime, we are suffering, and we are getting in 
the hole. Well, it is tough for us; I can tell you that. Because I 
handle the bills, and I am the one that knows how much we need. 

We have gone down from, say $100 or maybe a little more a week 
to $58 a week. 

Mr. Ayres. Have you conferred, Mr. Stempfel, with any members 
of the State legislature ? 

Mrs. Stempre.. Well, I have tried to. But of course, in the shape 
I am in, I can’t do much running around. And I tried to talk to 
Mr. Danner, and he was busy, and I just never went back. It is too 
hard for me to get around to do the things I would like to do. 

Mr. Ayres. I think you have raised a very interesting point. 
And to my knowledge, and Mr. Lowner has been in this phase of it 
longer than I have, this point has never been brought before the 
committee before: Does the State have the right to pass legislation 
that includes as income a disability payment or retirement pay from 
military service? 

Some of you gentlemen may have been through this before in the 
State legislature, but I haven't. 

Mrs. Srempre.. Well, like I say, I don’t think anyone ever stopped 
to think that a man his age—our oldest daughter was seven in Teb- 
ruary. Well, we have got a long ways to go, and I’m so desperate that 
I’m even thinking about looking for a job myself and let him stay 
home and keep house. 

Mr. Ayres. Don’t dothattohim. That is rough. 

Mrs. Stempren. Well, he is a Navy man. He knows how to scrub 
and everything, so far as that is concerned. He helps me with every- 
thing. But I mean, if he can’t get a job, well, then, what is going to 
bedone? We cant’ live on $38 a week the rest of our lives. 

Mr. Ayres. This retirement pay that he draws—is there any dis- 
ability compensation included in that retirement ? 

Mrs. Stempret. No, but I could talk, I guess, all afternoon about the 
medical—oh, what do you call it?—the benefits that are supposed to 
be given. 

Now, I will say this. I don’t care. My husband I guess would 
rather I wouldn’t say it. But we are entitled to dependents’ medical 
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care if it is available. Well, I know that he has gone and sat an hour 
just to have his temperature and a shot of penicillin, and the doctor 
hasn't even seen him, and he has come home disgusted and gone to our 
own private doctor. Well, it costs $5 or $8 out of our own pocket. 

Mr. Ayres. Where did he go to get that treatment ¢ 

Mrs. Stempre.. He will probably cut my throat—but up to the naval 
air station. 

And I know for a fact that if there are emergencies with my children, 
which there are some once in a while—I know the doctors that are up 
there, and you can’t very well get waited on. And Monday and Tues- 
day, they will take you if you have an appointment. Well, some- 
times they squeeze you in. I took the last three of my younger chil- 
dren up, and they got their shots and their vaccinations. I don’t know 
just what the situation is. But if anybody thinks we are getting a lot 
of free medical care, and everything, they are not. 

Mr. Ayres. They are mistaken ? 

Mrs. Stempren. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, I will certainly call this to the attention of the 
committee and find out whether this has been a situation existing in 
other places, and I will write you, Mrs. Stempfel. 

Mrs. Stempret. I will be glad to hear from you. I guess you have 
heard from me plenty. 

Mr. Ayres. -\s far as I am personally concerned, we could continue 
on, but some of the people have luncheon at 12 o’clock, and they are 
having a meeting up at the Mayflower, to which I should go. 

If it is all right with those who are still waiting to testify, we will 
recess until 1: 15. 

(Whereupon, at 12:01 p. m., a recess was taken until 1:15 p. m.) 

(The hearing was reconvened at 1:15 p. m. upon the expiration of 
the recess. ) 

Mr. Ayres. I promised a lady that she could be the first. witness, 
because she has to get home and take care of four children. 

The lady in the green dress will be our first witness. 


STATEMENT OF JULIA ANN CLARK, AKRON, OHIO 


Mrs. Cirark. My name is Julia Ann Clark, 204 East North Street, 
Akron, Ohio. 

My husband’s name is George W. Clark, same address. 

I don’t know how to start, it is such a long story, but I will try to 
be brief. My husband is a World War II veteran, and he went in 
in 1941 and came out in 1945. He was 3 months and 29 days overseas, 

Mr. Ayres. How long have you been married, Mrs. Clark? 

Mrs. Cuiark. Right after he came out of the service in 1945. Right 
after we were married, we were expecting a child, and he got sick 
during the time before the baby came. 

I didn’t know just what was wrong with him. He was just falling 
out in his health. He said he was injured in the service. But for 
some reason he was so anxious to get out of the service that he left 
with an honorable discharge, and the man told him he could get a 
medical discharge later. So he came out with the honorable dis- 
charge. And he had a bad condition that was service connected; 
also a stomach condition, an ulcerated stomach. 
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Well, time went by, and after the first child was born the baby was 
2 months old and he had to go to the hospital, the veterans hospital 
in Lake City, Fla. They didn’t give him any consideration. He 
came home and started trying to work again. And from time to 
time as the years go by he was up and down, and still he was unable 
to make a good living for me and the baby. 

Time went on, and we had two more children. After the third 
child was born, he was sick off and on, and I tried to work to help 
him. And I did all I could to help him. And I worked, and did 
different things, you know, to make ends meet. 

So then he was laid off from another job he was on, and I used to 
live in Akron before, and I decided I would come back to Akron. 

We came back to Akron. After we were here a few weeks, he tried 
to seek work, and he was told that they couldn’t use a man with a 
back condition. Well, he tried all kinds of things, and they said they 
couldn’t use a man with a back condition. 

Mr. Ayres. Mrs. Clark, this injury to his back occurred in the 
service ? 

Mrs. Crark. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. But he was so anxious to get out of the service that he 
did not go through the final examination to have them confirm. that 
he had acquired that disability ? 

Mrs. Criarxk. Yes. 

And after that he was in Fry Hospital in 1954 with his back and 
also his eyes. He said he was issued glasses, but they could not find 
it in the medical record. 

Then they treated his eye and also his back. And finally when 
December came they had to operate on his back. 

After he was out of the hospital in 1954, they gave him $17 a month 
pension. 

Mr. Ayres. Was that service-connected compensation / 

Mrs. Crark. Yes; $17 was all he got—10 percent, I guess. 

Mr. Ayres. Ten percent; yes. 

Mr. Ciark. But before, they would not consider it at all. They 
said it was not worth 10 percent. As he grows older, the strain gets 
worse, and I have to go anil the strain of trying to comfort him 
in his misery and try to raise 4 children. Now I have another child, 
born last August 2. 

Mr. Ayres. How many children do you have now ? 

Mrs. CuarKk. I have four; and he was operated in December. 

The Soldier Relief helped us. They said they were going to send 
him to school, because he had had 4 years of training for a carpenter, 
but that was something that would affect his back, and they would be 
sending him to school for a clerk at Hammond Institute. He did 
start there, and he got sick. And that is when he had to go back, and 
they operated on his back. 

Mr. Ayers. Let me ask you, Mrs. Clark. Is he employed now? 

Mrs. Cuiark. He is sick. He is unable to work. They said when 
they dismissed him that he could do light work. But he has been 
sick ever since he has been out of the hospital, at home, up and down. 
He even had convulsions. And it is hard for me to hold him when 
he is having convulsions. 

Mr. Ayres. Mrs. Clark, what is your means of livelihood now ? 
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Mrs. Cuark. The only thing I have now: Since he was in the hos- 
pital, they paid him total disability for the time he was operated on, 
and before then he had Soldier Relief support, which paid our rent 
and the medical bills for the children. 

Mr. Ayres. At the present time? 

Mrs. Ciark. At the present time—that is what I am trying to say— 
they paid him for the time he was operated on. And then we re- 
ported to the Soldier Relief that we had received this money. And 
after we reported to the Soldier Relief, he has received this money 
for his operation, and we said we did not know what the increase 
in the pension would be. They said they had something to go on for 
a while. Now that it is all gone, they say if we need any help they 
will help us again until he gets some kind of consideration. 

Mr. Ayres. How much money do you have now? 

Mrs. CrarK. Now? 

Mr. Ayres. Now. How much do you get per week or per month to 
support your family ? 

Mrs. Ciark. We do not get anything except they mailed us $33 last 
month, and that is all we have now. But we did have some money. 

Mr. Ayres. Mrs. Clark, you cannot support four kiddies and your- 
self and a husband who is not able to work on that amount of money. 

Mrs. Cxiark. That is right. But that is what we got last month. 
And the Soldier Relief said we would probably get more. 

Mr. Ayres. Did your friends and neighbors help you out? Because 
it is just humanly impossible. 

Mrs. CrarK. Yes; if you would allow me to explain what I was 
trying to explain, last month we got a check for $800 for his operation. 
Would you mind if I showed it to you? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, I believe you. But I will be glad to see it. 

Mrs. CrarK. I know, but I am not too good at explaining things. 
And we do not understand it ourselves. 

Mr. Ayres. This is the letter ; not the check. 

Mrs. Crark. No; not the check. The check is completely gone. 

Mr. Ayres. You go ahead. 

Mrs. CiarK. And that is the only thing we have from the Govern- 
ment, and we do not understand what is going on. We do not know 
whether the $33 will be our pension, or we don’t know what. 

But after being with that money angle and things so long, it took 
that to pay bills, other than the Soldier Relief has given us money 
for food and groceries. And they was helping us while we was wait- 
ing on this money that we got there for his condition. They thought 
it was fair for us to give them something. So they agreed for us to 
give them $200 of the . $800, which we did, and they gave us a receipt. 
And they said when we needed help again they would help us again. 

So with the condition my husband was in, we agreed to give $200. 
Now the money is all gone. And I have just enough to buy groceries. 
I called my husband, and he said to hurry home because the b: aby didn’t 
have any food. So all I know is that we have to go back to the 
Soldier Relief, live off the Soldier Relief always. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, what you feel, Mrs. Clark, is that your husband 
has a service-connected disability ? 

Mrs. Ciark. Yes. 
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Mr. Ayres. And had he not been in such a hurry to get home to you 
and his friends 

Mrs. Crarx. When I met him, we was just childhood sweethearts. 

Mr. Ayres. But he knew you. 

Mrs. CiarK. Yes; we went to school together. 

Mr. Ayres. If he had not been so anxious to get home, perhaps they 
would have diagnosed his case as service-connected prior to his dis- 
charge ? 

Mrs. Crark. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. But since he was in such a hurry and did not have the 
case diagnosed, you feel that perhaps the Veterans’ Administration 
people have made a mistake in not now diagnosing it as being service- 
connected ? 

Mrs. Crark. Well, it was service-connected from the beginning. 
But the thing is that he said he reported this condition in the back 
was a misery, but he said he could put in later. He could go on home 
and he could put in for a medical discharge later, which he didn’t 
do. He came out and got married. 

Mr. Ayres. Mrs. Clark, in the letter you have submitted to the 
committee, we have his claim number, and I will repeat this so that 
we will have it in the record. C5073112. And the reply referred to 
3035-TEF. 

I will contact the Veterans’ Administration and see what can be 
done to have this case opened regarding his claim of service-connected 
disability. 

Mrs. Ciark. He was supposed to go to school, and every time he 
started, something happened. Well, there was inflammation of the 


back, and the Soldier Relief sent him to the eye clinic. 

He has a shrinkage in the left leg since the operation in December, 
and he can’t so well stay on his feet a certain length of time. But 
the hospital told me the only thing my husband would be able to 


do was work with a pencil, because he won’t be able to do work, be- 
cause it would be against him. But on his record the put that he 
could do light work. Nobody would hire a man with his condition. 
That is why he wants to get schooling. But he only went to the 
eighth grade. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Mrs. Clark, we have a number of veterans through- 
out the country who were discharged knowing they had a disability, 
but like your husband they were anxious to get out of the service and 
get home. And in numerous cases we have been able to establish that 
they did have a legitimate service-connected disability. And with 
this claim number, we can check. And you will hear from us within 
the immediate future. 

Mrs. Ciark. The only thing we wanted was just a fair way of living. 
I know that since the babies came, I used to work, but I can’t work, 
because I can’t leave him with the baby. The baby is 8 months 
old. And the baby also had to have surgery in November by a doctor. 

Mr. Ayres. I want to be fair with you, Mrs. Clark. This will take 
3 or 4 weeks before we will get the information. 

Mrs. Crarx. That is just O. K., but I was just wondering what we 
can do. I know we can go back to the soldier relief, but they can’t 
help us for life with four children. My oldest boy will be 10 in July; 
my little girl will be 9 in December. With that, and my husband 
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in such misery, and I have to go through with the thought of how 
he is going to make it—it is just unbearable tome. _ 

Mr. Ayres. The fact that he has the honorable discharge—I am 
quite certain the local organization here of soldiers and sailors relief, 
who are very humanitarian people, will make provision. If you have 
a case that is represented to them as you have represented it here, 
I am quite certain that they will provide for you in this period it 
takes for us to handle this. 

Mrs. Ciark. This morning I saw Mr. Clark. He was here from 
the soldier relief. I was hoping he would be here, because he knows 
that what I am saying is true and that they have helped us while he 
was sick. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, no one is doubting your word. 

Mrs. Ciark. But what I mean is, that, you know, I like to have 
proof of what I say. 

Mr. Ayres. I do not know whether Mr. Downer has any questions 
he would like to ask you or not. 

Thank you very much, Mrs. Clark. We have your number, and I 
will return your letter to you. 

Mrs. Cuark. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Casenhiser ? 

Will you state your name and address for the benefit of the reporter, 
please ? 


STATEMENT OF ALVIN CASENHISER, JUNIOR VICE COMMANDER, 
DEPARTMENT OF OHIO, VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE 
UNITED STATES 


Mr. CasENHISER. My name is Alvin Casenhiser, and I am the junior 
vice commander of the Department of Ohio, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
of the United States. I will endeavor to make my remarks very brief. 
I think I am mainly concerned with clearing up some misinterpreta- 
tions in facts that have been presented through newspaper articles 
that are very false, and false information that is being given to the 
public in regards to what we are seeking for in the form of legislation 
that will take care of the veterans. 

These are some articles that have been written, claiming that 30 
niillion servicemen and their families and their dependents are now 
receiving free medical and dental care. Those are very wrong reports. 
The similarity of these distorted and widely separated newspaper and 
magazine articles would seem to indicate that a conspiracy exists in 
a central source of information. When the statement that 30 million 
servicemen and their families and dependents are entitled to free 
medical treatment was called to the attention of Veterans’ Adminis- 
trator Harvey V. Higley, he said that he had seen the statement and 
this was incredible and fantastic. 

These statements concerning the immediate and fvture cost of the 
programs for World War I veterans are even more fantastic if 
possible. 

Considering the fact that the average age of a World War I veteran 
in 1956 is 62 years of age, in order for said veterans to receive $30 billion 
in pension payments in the year 2000 they would all have to remain 
alive until the year 2000, with an average age of 105 years. And in 
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some mysterious manner they would have to multiply themselves 15 
times. 

Another approach being used to discourage liberalization of pensions 
is coming from an import: ant congressional source, in a form letter 
designed t to obscure the real issue by playing one type of benefit against 
another, and in se eking to make it appear that the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars would sweeten up the benefits for the non-service-connected at 
the expense of the service-connected. 

The simple fact remains that it is not a question as to whether 
benefits of the service connected and the widows and orphans of the 
service-deceased shall be neglected, but rather the question is: Shall 
the Nation continue its tradition for those who have served in the 
Armed Forces, and can it afford to pay a modest pension to aged 
and ailing veterans who otherwise might be forced to apply for public 
assistance or private charity 4 

The record clearly reveals, based on the Pest and present national 
income and Government spending, that the Nation can well afford 
to pay a modest pension to aging and disabled World War I veterans 
and at the same time improve the care and consideration for the 
service-disabled, together with the widows and orphans of the service 
deceased. 

Let us reject emphatically the sly and divisive approach which 
suggested that a modest pension for World War I veterans can only 
be “paid at the expense of service-connected veterans and the widows 
and orphans of service-deceased veterans. 

May I bring you just one thought: this country, since its history 
has begun, from the time the colonists landed on these shores, divided 
among , themselves on a plan such as this, that anyone seeking refuge 
or help, as we knew them at that time, would be taken care of by 
the colonists within their own plan. And that is all that we are seeking 
within this same organization, within all of the organizations, I believe, 
as a whole. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Casey. 

I would like, for the sake of the re pore for the benefit of my col- 
leagues back in Washington when they read the record, which they 
all do, to commend you on the fine m: mner in which your post handles 
veterans’ problems. 

Mr. Casenuiser. Thank you, Bill. 

Mr. Ayres. And at the same time, from the social side, I want to 
say that you get out the biggest attendance, the finest pounee the 
best food, of any of the posts which I am invited to address. 

Insofar as the techincalities of what you have proposed here are 
concerned, I will turn that over to Mr. Downer. 

Mr. Casenuiser. Thank you, Bill. 

The Counset. I am sure you understand that currently the Federal 
Government is spending approximately $43, billion for the veteran- 
benefit program, which 1s approximately 7 percent of the entire budget 
for the operation of the Federal Government and approximately 
$2,900 million of that is for compensation and pension. 

Now, with that in mind, I am anxious to obtain your viewpoint as 
to whether or not pensions for veterans whose disabilities were not 
incurred in the service should be restricted to those who are in need. 
Or do you think that there should be no needs provision and that a 
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pension for wartime service should be paid without regard to the 
needs factor. 

Mr. Casenuiser. In answer to your question, I would say that it 
should be restricted to those who are in need. 

We do believe this, in answering a little further. In citing the 
amounts, I am not quite up on the figures that you stated, and so forth, 
but I do know this, that if we would. take care of our own at home first 
rather than try to spend so much money abroad in other countries, we 
would be better off. Too many of us see the conditions that exist in 
the country, and many of those are not as stated by newspapers, be- 

cause of the fact that people have not seem those conditions. 

The Counsext. That involves further complex questions that are 
not entirely related to this particular subject. I respect your right 
to your viewpoint on all political questions. But dealing with this 
subject more specifically, I should like to have your viewpoint as to 
the relationship between pensions for non-service-connected disabil- 
ities and compensation for those who are disabled in service. Under 
H. R. 9121, a veteran with 90 days’ service, only 1 day of which need 
be in time of w ar, would be entitled, if he has a 10 percent disability 
or at age 62 no disability, if he has an income of less than $2,400 per 
annum, without dependents, or $3,600 per annum with dependents, 
to a pension of $100 a month for stateside service of 90 days. Do you 
think that that is a proper payment or benefit to a veteran under those 
circumstances as compared to $181 per month for a permanently and 
totally disabled veteran whose disability was incurred in service? 

Mr. CasenuiseEr. I do not, sir. 

The Counsgx. Have you ever discussed that ! 

Mr. Casenuiser. Not too long. I do have to leave. In fact, I 
have to leave right away. I thank the committee for letting me appear. 
I am to be in Dayton, in fact, at 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. Ayres. You had better call the governor and get a State patrol 
to escort you if you are going to be there at that time, Casey. 

Mr. Casenuiser. I will be a little late. 

In answer to that, let me say this: As to those men going into the 
service, I think you will find that the cream of the crop were taken into 
the service, and that the best physical and mental capacities were in 
the service, because they separated the cream from the crop, and that 
is what they were after. So therefore if a man went into service and 
was disabled, whether it be for 1 year or 4 years, at the end of it you 
have destroyed the youth and the cream of this ¢ ountry, and if he gave 
up something in regard to his life, limb, and so forth, in connection 
with going into the service, and was connected with it, he should be 
compenst ated, because you have lost a good man. 

The Counsen. You understand we do have a pension program as 
regards monetary benefits for persons whose disabilities did not occur 
in the service. Asa matter of fact, as of March 31, 1956—and I men- 
tion this particular thing because the legislative proposals to which 
you have directed your remarks relate only to veterans of World War 
T—as of March 31, 1956, 518,379 veterans of World War I were draw- 
ing pensions for non-service-connected disability. So my question is: 
We do have a pension program for persons whose disabilities were not 
incurred in service, and we do have substantial numbers of veterans 
of World War I who are able to qualify under existing law for that 
pension. Now, as to the proposal H. R. 9121, with the increase in the 
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income limitations so as to bring on to the pension rolls any person 
without dependents whose income did not exceed $2,400, or one with 
dependents, if his income did not exceed $3,600 per annum, and with 
the 10-percent disability before age 62, or no disability thereafter, 
what we are wondering is: What is your viewpoint toward the com- 
parison of that benefit to the present existing rate of $181 per month 
for a person who is pemamnetiy and totally disabled, the injury being 
incurred in service? Do you think that that is a proper relationship 
between benefits for the nonservice disabled and the service disabled ? 

Mr. Casenuiser. If I understand the whole essence of it, I would 
say that you are trying to get across that actually the pension plan 
that is now proposed by the service organizations, with the limitations 
that are on it at the present time—you ask: Do we think those should 
be raised? That is just about the essence of it ? 

The CounseL. Yes, I think so. Except I might elaborate to this 
point, that we are interested in your viewpoint as to the relationshi 
between them. And do you think that the proposal which woul 
grant benefits to a person who had no disability at age 62, or only 
10 percent before, and that 10 percent not incurred in service? Do 
you think that would give him benefits that would be out of propor- 
tion to the benefits that now exist for persons who were disabled 
in service? 

Mr. Casenuiser. No, I do not think it would be. 

The CounseL. You understand that under this proposal, one who 
has a 60-percent disability that was incurred in service receives 
$109 per month, while a person with no disability at age 62, who 
only had stateside service, would receive $100 per month. In your 
viewpoint, as I understand you, you think that is a proper relation- 
ship between the service disabled and those who do not have service- 
incurred disability ? 

Mr. Casenntser. No. As I now understand it, I would say that is not 
what I meant »t all. I do not think there is a proper relationship 
there between the 60 years of age and disability and the $109 and the 
60-some years of age. I do not think that there is. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, were you here this morning, Casey, when the 
testimony showed that a man with a hundred-percent disability, a 
man with a child, is asked to get along on $263 ? 

Mr. CAsenuHISER. Yes, I was here. 

Mr. Ayres. I think the answer to your question then ties in some- 
what with what Attorney Downer has asked. 

Mr. Casenuiser. That is right. I understand it now. 

Mr. Ayres. The relationship between the two. 

Mr. CasennuiseR. It is not adequate. No, Bill. 

The Counsen. You understand what we are endeavoring to do is 
get your viewpoint. You have had considerable contact with veterans, 
undoubtedly, by reason of your office at a local level. And we are not 
trying to embarrass you at all. We are trying to get what your view- 
point is. And as I understand you now, you feel that it would not 
be a proper relationship, and that those with disabilities incurred 
in service should be increased. Is that correct ? 

Mr. CasENHISER. Definitely, sir, I do think they should be increased. 
But I also feel that those that are set now are inadequate for those 
who are not totally disabled. 
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The Counss.t. I would like to bring one other thing to your atten- 
tion. The pension program as it now exists is restricted to veterans 
who are in need. Their need is determined by the income limitation, 
which is $1,400 for a man without dependents and $2,700 per annum 
for a man with dependents. 

In addition to meeting that needs requirement, they must meet the 
requirement of permanent and total disability. One of the tests of 
permanent and total disability is the ability to pursue a gainful oc- 
cupation. The organization ‘which you represent, the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, have sponsored a bill pending before the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, which would require that an occupation could not 
be deemed gainful unless the income from that occupation equaled the 
minimum wage under the minimum wage and hour law. 

Do you feel that that might possibly remove more inequities in the 
pension program than the proposal in H. R. 9121, which would increase 
the income limitations, reduce the disability requirements, and increase 
the rate? 

Mr. Casenuiser. I do. That is one that is being sponsored by our 
national organization. Thatisright. Iagree with that. 

The Counset. You, in your personal experience, have learned of 
cases where a person’s income is less than the income limitation; when 
he is in fact disabled, but because of employment at a very meager wage 
or a meager annual income is denied pension. 

Mr. Casenuiser. I have heard of cases, but could not give any spe- 
cific cases.. I have heard of cases brought to our attention, which we 
try tomake amends for and help out in our way. 

‘The Counset. And those cases, of course, would not be helped by 
increasing the income limitation, because the income is below the in- 
come limitation that already exists. 

Mr. Casenniser. That is correct. 

Mr. Ayres. The point that you are making, Mr. Downer, is that a 
man may be physically able to work, although it is difficult for him to, 
and if he does, then he is in trouble because ‘he is not permanently and 
totally disabled from a non-service-connected point of view. So, actu- 
ally, the thing we have to watch, Casey, is that we do not penalize any 
American, any citizen, who wants to work, wants to do his best, but if 
he does take a little job then he is considered as not being permanently 
and totally disabled because of being gainfully em; loved. 

Is that the point, Mr. Downer? 

Mr. Casenutser. I think you will run into many cases of that in con- 
nection with World War I. That is happening in particular cases 
now. 

The Counsex. I thank the Chairman for calling that to my atten- 
tion. And that prompts me to make this additional query as to your 
viewpoint. Under H. R. 9121, which applies only to veterans of 
World War I and does not change any of the eligibility requirements 
for non-service-connected pension as they now exist for World War II 
and Korean service, under ‘that proposal, one would be entitled to have 
an income of $3,600 per year. Thirty-six hundred dollars per year at 
the rate of 4 percent would be the income on a very substantial sum of 
money. When added to the $1,200 annual pension, there would be a 
total of $4,800 per annum permissible income for men entitled to 
receive pension. Forty-eight hundred dollars would be the yield at 
the rate of 4.8 percent on $100, 000. 
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If you subscribe to the viewpoint that pensions for non-service-con- 
nected disabilities should be limited to those in need, do you think that 
H. R. 9121 actually applies to persons who are in real need / 

Mr. CasenHIseEr. Will you say that last part over again? Do I 
think what? 

The Counsex. If you subscribe to the viewpoint that pensions for 
non-service-connected disability should be limited to persons who are 
in need, do you think that that proposal limits the payment of the 
pension to persons who are in need ? 

Mr. Casenuiser. No. 

The Counse.. Do you think perhaps more equity could be achieved 
in a pension program along the course suggested by the bill that the 
VFW has sponsored, that would limit the determination of a gainful 
occupation to earnings at the rate limited by the wage-and-hour law? 

Mr. Casenuitser. | think it would be more in line with present-day 
needs ; yes—what we have proposed. 

The CounseL. You understand under the VF W proposal 

Mr. CasENuIsER. I have it here. 

The Counsex. One could have investments from which he received 
unearned income, which does not enter into the employability factor 
and thereby could have a very high net worth and still be eligible 
for a pension if he had the required physical impairment. 

Mr. CasenuIser. Right. 

The Counse.. ( ‘onsequently, if pensions should be payable as assist- 
ance to disabled persons who are in need, then perhaps one’s net worth 
should be considered in determining his need. Do you think that 
might be equitable ¢ 

Mr. Casenuiser. I would have to answer that question: Yes and 
no. Because I am quite sure that you would find, because of records 
that have been compiled, that the earnings power of the cases of which 
you are speaking, and where there are men who have an outside in- 
come of considerable subsistence, are very negligible as compared to 
the number who are in need. 

May I just give you a fact or figure here? 

The GAO investigation into hospitalization for non-service-con- 
nected disabilities revealed that 718 out of 1,100 veterans had annual 
incomes of less than $3,500, and 217 had incomes of more than $3,500. 
The remaining 165 had died, so no report was made. It also brought 
to light a few instances where veterans supposedly unable to afford 
hospitalization actually had net worths ranging from $50,000 to 
$150,000. 

These are facts which we have gathered. But the Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee chairman, Olin Teague, put the investigations report into 
its proper perspective when he s said that abuses by dentists and doctors 

vary from minor administrative failure to serious false claims, but 
certain people do not provide the basis for the generalization that 
there is substantial dishonesty among the medical profession. 

So I had to answer your question yes and no. There are not a 
great number of cases you are speaking of where the earning power 
of the veteran has been or will probably be such that they have a 
great. amount of money laid aside. They have not had the time to do 
that. 
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The Counsex. You will agree with me, Casey, that veterans who 
are in real need are those whose incomes are less than the present 
income limitation of $1,400 and $2,700 per year. 

Mr. Casenniser. Ido. V ery heartily I do. 

The Counsex. And you do agree that increasing the income limita- 
tions does not help that group of veterans. 

Mr. CasENnuISER. I will; yes. 

The Counsev. And the ‘only way that that particular group of vet- 
erans could be benefited would be by increasing the monthly rate of 
the pension. 

Mr. Casenuiser. Right. 

The Counset. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Casenutser. Thank you very much, gentlemen, for allowing 
me to appear. And I want to thank those still waiting to appear 
before the Board for waiting. We want to extend the heartiest warm 
feelings to you for coming in and listening to the problems that we 
have. We surely feel you are dong a job. All we ask you to do is 
to do that which is right within your heart and take care of those 
who gave us what we have. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you, Casey. And a safe trip to Dayton. 

The Counsen. May I say this: You organization appears before 
us in Washington frequently, and we work quite closely with them. 
We appreciate the assistance your organization has always given us. 

Mr. Ayres. So that you will feel at home, I might say that the 
chief counsel of our committee was formerly with the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. 

Is Mr. Robert Dewey in the audience ? 

Will you state your name and address ? 


STATEMENT OF ROBERT A. DEWEY, TALMADGE, OHIO 


Mr. Drewry. Bob Dewey—Robert A. Dewey 
Talmadge, Ohio. 

Mr. Ayres. I might say before Mr. Dewey starts his testimony, 
for the sake of the record, since I gave the Veterans of Foreign Wars 
a plug, some of the finest corn roasts I have ever attended have 
been out at the Dewey farm. 

Mr. Dewey. Well, Bill, we hope you come to the next one. 

I am appearing for myself, Mr. Congressman, and not for any 
particular organization. And I would like to confine my remarks 
to some of the principles involved in veteran legislation. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Mr. Dewey, so that the members of the committee 
reading the report will understand just who Mr. Dewey is, would 
you recite for the record the veterans organizations that you belong 
to and how long you have been active in veterans’ affairs? 

Mr. Dewey. Well, let me give you the signature to this brief state- 
ment, not quite what you want perhaps, but I am signing it as the 
14th district Americanism chairman of the American Legion, past 
county commander of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, editor of the 
Veterans News of Summit County, editor of the National Cootie 
Courier of the Military Order of the Cootie, editor of the National 
Army and Navy Union News, a member since the early 1920’s. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you. 
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Mr. Dewey. Some of us are concerned for the fundamental prin- 
ciples being challenged by the Bradley report. To those of us who 
are familiar with the history of the Fabian Society and the way in 
which it worked to bring about a Socialist government in England, 
the Bradley report might well be a Fabian plot. 

A winning Army must be made up of soldiers of strong moral 
fiber, the recruiting departments of our Armed Forces endeavor to 
see that this is brought about now by their screening methods. 

Our veteran organizations believe that veterans are truly a class 
apart, contrary to what Mr. Miller this morning stated, and should be 
treated as such by a society grateful for their war service. 

We feel that the morale of future armies and the moral strength of 
the citizens who must fight in future wars is dependent in part on this 
principle. 

The Bradley report, almost throughout, denies this fundamental 
principle. It implies that every soldier is “a servant of the state, not 
deserving of any special honor or privilege upon his return to civil 
life.” 

And T think you will find that the proposals to substitute social 
security payments for veteran benefits bears that out. 

There is one exception to this theme in the Bradley report that is 
almost langhable to me in its inconsistency, the proposals that widows 
of officers should receive increased emoluments in proportion to their 
deceased husband’s salary. 

We submit to you that there are many in our country who would 
change our form of government, some by constitutional means and 
others by any means at their command. To either of these groups, 
veterans who are characterized as “exponents of unashamed patriot- 
ism” are their enemies. Veteran groups must be discredited, in their 
viewpoint. The influence of veteran organizations in all matters 
which concern the welfare of our Government must be minimized. 
Patriotism and flag-waving must be made unpopular. We feel that 
the Bradlve report lends itself to the aims of these groups. 

Now, if you subscribe to my premise aforementioned, you surely 
should reject those portions of the Bradley report which would weaken 
preferences now due to veterans. If you subscribe to the principles 
enunciated by every President during the first 150 years of our Nation, 
that war veterans as such are deserving of special honor and special 
privilege as a class set apart, then you will consider with sympathetic 
attention—and I am addressing it to your committee, Mr. Congress- 
man—other veteran legislation before vour committee, that is, the 
various pension bills. 

If you believe as we do that the very welfare of our country is 
dependent upon the ideals promulgated by our veteran organizations, 
you will reject any legislation which tends to weaken these organi- 
zations. 

As I said, I am confining my statement to these basic principles. IT 
do not claim to be any expert upon the details of your bills, the pension 
bills, but I would like to respectfully suggest, speaking for myself, 
that your committee exercised its prerogatives and combined various 
pension legislation into a bill which could meet not only with the 
approval of your committee but of the various veteran organizations, 
which oftentimes seem to be slightly apart in their aims. 
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Now, if that could be possible, I think you will find that all veterans 
are cognizant of the fact that present benefits must be realistic. They 
must take into consideratioin the increase in the cost of living, or, 
inversely, the depreciation in the value of the dollar, both in respect 
to the income limitations and also in respect to the total amount of 
the pensions, or whatever you wish to call them, benefits, for each 
individual. 

If you could come up with such legislation, I am sure you would be 
doing a service to the veterans and to the countr y. 

Mr. Ayres. Bob, I appreciate your statement. But your last: re- 
quest is a rather difficult one. If we could come up with legislation 
that all of the veterans groups could agree on, it would be wonderful. 
But your experience in this field is far more vast than mine. In 
fact, you were a soldier the year I was born. You have been through, 
shall we say, the mill insofar as veterans’ benefits and their rights 
are concerned, and fighting for them, over a long period of years. And 
I honestly think it would be much better if the veterans organizations 
themselves could get together and agree that what is good for a 
veteran is good for the American Legion, good for the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, good for the AMVETS, and good for the Disabled 
American Veterans, as organizations. 

Because it is very difficult for us—although we are attempting at 
the present time—to consolidate the various bills before the Congress 
into a bill that would be acceptable. Each time we come up with 
what we think is the proposal that should be offered to the Congress, 
we start receiving objections. 

So if you in your capacity, not only as a citizen but as a gentleman 
experienced in veterans’ affairs, can help bring about a feeling of 
unison and unity in the veterans’ organizations, L am quite sure it will 
help all veterans. 

Mr. Dewey. I think you will find there is unity of principle. Our 
differences are matters of detail. And as a member of the opposition 
stated this morning, you, as a committee, should have the courage, he 
said, to oppose, and I say to unify, the suggestions received from the 

various organizations into a bill which will be best for veterans as 
a whole. And I think if you maintain principles, it will be best 
for the country as a whole. 

Mr. Ayres. That is what we are attempting to do, Bob, with these 
hearings, the first of which is being held here. 

Do you have any questions, Mr. “Downer ? 

Thank you very much. 

Is Mr. Phil Lustig here? 

Mr. Lustig, will you tell the reporter your full name, your address, 
and in what capacity you are appearing here ? 


STATEMENT OF PHILIP LUSTIG, CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, OHIO, 
STATE COMMANDER, THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. Lusrie. Philip Lustig, 1737 Cumberland Road, Cleveland 
Heights, Ohio, State commander of the American Legion. Mr. Con- 
gressman, I would first like to state that I commend the spirit of this 
so-called town hall meeting, at which citizens are privileged to address 
their Congressional representative. I would like to add that this 
privilege has undoubtedly been preserved by the work and the sacri- 
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fices that have been made by the veterans that the veterans organiza- 
tions represent. 

I think it would only be fair to add at this particular time that un- 
doubtedly you have heard most of the arguments for and against the 
various bills that have been proposed. 

As the State commander of the American Legion, I am primarily 
interested in 7886. 

I was somewhat amazed this morning, Mr. Congressman, by the 
statements that were made by the young man representing the Junior 
Chamber of Commerce. His statements indicated to me a total lack 
of understanding of the needs and the problems of veterans. 

My question today, Mr. Congressman, gives you an opportunity to 
tell me, on behalf of the American Legion, what if any conclusion 
you have come to with respect to our bill 7886. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you want me to answer you now, Phil? I would 
rather have you complete your statement. 

Mr. Lustic. I think that in essence completes my statement, Mr. 
Congressman. 

Permit me to add that that which prompts me to state this question 
is this: Only last Thursday night I was a visitor in your town here 
before one of your large Legion posts. And there are men here today 
that will support what I stated. And that is that again and again 
the question was asked: Where does Congressman Ayres stand on our 
bill ? 

I would like to bring to the veterans of the American Legion your 
stand on House bill 7886, if you have arrived at a conclusion. They 
desire to know what your ’ stand is. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, I will be glad to tell you, Phil. I might say that 
when those bells ring, it sort of startles me. Down in Congress, when 
they ring, you have to go over to the floor and vote. I was not expect- 
ing them here today. 

Basically, Phil, I think my position is very well known insofar as 
the principle involved in non-service- connected disability payments 
and service-connected disability payments is concerned. I am defi- 
nitely on record, and I certainly would not duck the question, and I 
am glad you asked it, for assisting those who have a service-connected 
disability and increasing the service-connected disability payments 
prior to the increasing of pension payments to non-service-connected 

disabilities, and also prior to the increasing of the income limitation. 

I am also on record for the last 2 or 3 years in feeling that we should 
never do anything to discourage a man who wants to work. And I 
feel that in our deliberations the bill that we eventually come up with 
is going to make it possible for a man to still earn money who wants 
to go out and work. 

We had a man in here this morning, Mr. Johnny Barnes. I do not 
think he is here any longer. 

Are you still here, John? 

He is out here setting pins in a bowling alley. And he wants to 
work. He wants to do his part. He is so afraid that the fact that he 
can set pins and earn a few dollars will mean that they are going to 
deprive him of a pension. 

Under the existing bills, we are confronted with the problem that on 
a non-service-connected disability —and I know you are familiar with 
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this, Bill—if he is declared eligible for the pension, then he can’t work. 
He can’t have income from a job. 

As to what your bill proposes and what the bill of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars proposes, and the testimony from the DAV and the 
AMVETS, as brought out here with Mr. Dewey just a few moments 
ago, it would be so good for the committee and make it so much easier 
for them if veterans’ organizations representing the best interests of 
veterans could agree on what they want done for the veterans. Because 
what is good—and I will repeat it again—for the American Legion or 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the AMVETS and the DAV , should 
be good for all of the organizations, and it should be good for all 
veterans, 

I can answer your question directly, Phil. I cannot be for the provi- 
sions as they are now outlined in what is known as the American 
Legion bill. 

Mr. Lustre. Thank you very much, Mr. C ongressman. 

Mr. Ayres. Does that answer your question 

Mr. Lusrie. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Downer. 

The Counsex. You feel that pensions for non-service-connected dis- 
abilities should be restricted to veterans who are in need ? 

Mr. Lusria. Very definitely. 

The Counset. In fact, the bill to which you referred, H. R. 7886, 
contains income limitations of $1,800 and $3,000 per year, does it not? 

Mr. Lustig. That is correct. 

The Counsen. H. R. 7886 applies to veterans of World War I, World 
War II, and Korean service ? 

Mr. Lustig. Correct. 

The Counset. Under its provisions a veteran who had only 90 days 
of service, only 1 day of which need be in wartime, could qualify for a 
pension under that bill, H. R. 7886, if he met the disability require- 
ments and the income limitations. 

Do you feel that there should be an additional pension allowance as 
proposed by the Veterans of Foreign Wars for the veteran who served 
overseas ? 

Mr. Lusric. I definitely do not. 

The Counsex. Do you feel that the present service requirements of 
90 days are realistic? Or do you feel that one who served for a period 
of 2 or 3 or 4 or 5 years during a period of war should receive a larger 
pension than one who only served a hundred days ? 

Mr. Lustie. No; I do not. 

The Counse.. If I understand you, then, your viewpoint is that 
having served 90 days, one should have the same pension entitlement 
as one who served a longer period of time; is that correct ? 

Mr. Lusria. I do. 

The Counset. But you do feel that the entitlement should be re- 
stricted to a needs test ? 

Mr. Lusrie. Need should be the basic criterion by which this pension 
is to be granted. 

The Counsex. And you do feel that it should be restricted to those 
who are disabled, up to age 65, at which time H. R. 7886 would presume 
a permanent and total disability ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Lusrie. Correct. 
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The Counset. Now, the VFW proposal, H. R. 9121, would have 
no disability requirement at age 62. But if I understand you cor- 
rectly, your feeling is that the presumption of permanent and total 
disability or the waiver of disability should not be at age 62, but at 
age 65 ¢ 

Mr. Lusric. That is correct. At age 65 rather than at age 62. 

The Counsre.. Now to get back to the determination of need: You 
recognize that H. R. 7886 would increase the income limitations so 
as to bring onto the rolls persons who are not in as much need as those 
presently on the rolls; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Lusric. That is correct. 

The Counsex. Well, as to those who are presently on the rolls, the 
increase in income limitation is of no benefit to them, of course. 

Mr. Lustic. That is right. 

The Counset. Only an increase in rates would help them. 

Mr. Lustia. That is right. 

The Counsex. Well, now, in addition to the income limitation for 
determination of eligibility for non-service-connected pension, we 
have what is rather carelessly referred to as the smployabiiey require- 
ment. Youare familiar with that ? 

Mr. Lustig. I am familiar with the employability requirement. 

The Counsex.. Actually, what is referred to as the employability 
requirement is really a standard for the determination of disability. 
Because part 3 of Veterans Regulations No. 1A provides that a perma- 
nent total disability shall be held to exist whenever there is any im- 
pairment of mind or body that makes it impossible for the average 
person to pursue a substantially gainful occupation. Consequently, 
under that language, the ability to pursue a gainful occupation is a 
standard for the determination of a permanent and total disability. 

We have found many, many cases in which a person’s income is 
below the income limitations. But he has earnings from meager em- 
ployment, even though below the income limitations, that disqualify 
him for the receipt of a non-service-connected pension, on the ground 
that since he has this employment he is not disabled. 

The Counset. Now, with that preliminary statement, the thing I 
wish to obtain your viewpoint on is this: H. R. 7886, proposed by the 
American Legion, would continue that system in the pension law for 
all veterans under age 65. And I wonder if you feel that that particu- 
lar requirement in the pension law results in excluding from the pen- 
sion rolls persons who are in real need, and that consequently your 
pension proposal does not really reach persons in need, but would bring 
on to the rolls additional persons with larger incomes, and still permit 
the exclusion from the rolls of veterans who are in real need ? 

Mr. Lustic. May I say: rather definitely. 

Mr. Ayres, personally, I believe that the American Legion as a 
whole would be against that portion of the bill which would enable 
a large number to get on the rolls who were not in need. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Phil, if you will yield at that point, that has 
been one of my basic objections to the bill, that we are going to make it 
impossible, if we pass the bill, for many people who are in need and 
real need, like this John Barnes that I referred to, the pinsetter, to 
become eligible for a pension ? 
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Mr. Lusric. Well, I am here primarily to be informed, and I think 
I have gained a great deal by my presence here, and I think the rest 
of us have. 

Mr. Ayres. But you see our point, Phil. What we are confronted 
with in the committee: Here we have a group of these people who do 
not want to retire, shall we say. They have been active all their lives. 
But still they get up to the point where they are of the age that their 
buddies would be drawing this, because they are not working, and they 
claim to be totally and permanently disabled. But here is the little 
fellow out here trying to make a few bucks, who is going to be 
penalized. 

Mr. Lustig. Can it be presumed, however, that every veteran who 
is going to reach the age of 65 will apply, whether he is in need or 
not in need ? 

The Counse.. Well, certainly some will be restricted by the income 
limitation that is contained in your proposal. The particular matter 
now that we are concerned with is the matter of excluding from the 
pension rolls one who earns $3,000 a year with dependents, or $1,800 
without dependents, but permits one on the rolls who has that income 
from investments. 

For example, if we would say that one who earned 6 percent on 
accumulated wealth that he had invested—at 6 percent he would have 
$50,000, which would bring him in $3,000 per year. 

Under the proposal in H. R. 7886, if he were disabled, he would 
qualify for a pension; yet, certainly, he would not be in need. At the 
same time, a disabled person who had no accumulated wealth what- 
soever, but struggling to make the best he could of his disabilities, had 
to follow some employment and earned a smaller sum of money, he 
would be disqualified for a pension. 

That situation would exist under the proposal made in H. R. 7886. 

So we are interested to determine if you, in your experience, feel 
that it would not provide us with a realistic standard for determina- 
tion of need in the selection of those who were to be awarded a pension. 

Mr. Lustie. I think that is a very difficult question to answer. It 
is my firm belief that a great number of veterans who could at the 
present time apply for the pension have not applied. A great number 
more are striving desperately to earn a livelihood. And in my expe- 
rience, traveling from community to community throughout the State 
of Ohio, I find it is a very trying experience and a hard ordeal for 
a man to approach me or for his wife or a member of his family to 
approach me, to finally admit that he now finds it necessary to apply 
for that relief. 

Mr. Ayres. That has not been our experience before the committee. 

I would never be one to admit that our aging group of World War 
I veterans had not been better qualified to provide for themselves and 
their families a good living than the man who had not had the expe- 
rience of service—I would not admit that—and the figures do not bear 
it out. 

I had a gentleman here who talked to me off the record just today, 
whose wife died, and now his pension has been cut, of course, to the 
$1,400. I mean his income limitation has to fall within that category, 
and I asked him if he was concerned about it, and he said “No.” He 
said, “I have stock,” and he mentioned the name of the local rubber 
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company here, and he said, “T am getting along fine, but I just wanted 
to make sure that I wasn’t entitled to it, since my wife has died.” 

I said, “Well, they have advised you properly, if your income is 
over that and he is not complaining about it,” but his point to me is: 
“Now, if I find an eligible widow or some lady and I marry her, will 
I get it back up to the original payment ?” 

“And Is said, “Yes, if you have a wife, that is all it takes.” 

Now, here is a man who is not an isolated case at all, who is get- 
ting along all right, but under the law, since he is entitled to it, he is 
going to take it. 

And I think in the majority of cases, you will find that to be true. 

sut_ my concern, and I want to repeat this, Phil, is this: Here is a 
man who has had the initiative and in many cases the good fortune to 
acquire an outside income. We are going to give him the pension. 
But the fellow who is still trying to struggle along working, and 
making a few dollars, we are not. And in my heart, “that just is not 
fair. 

Mr. Lustic. Then can I fairly conclude this: that these features 
that you emphasize are the features which should be corrected before 
7886 should be further considered by the committee? 

Mr. Ayres. I think, Phil, that further consideration is going to be 
given, of course, but as one who has observed this and worked at it 
conscientiously I would like to make this suggestion. In the future, 
before all of the interest and the pressure and even the threats are 
applied to Members of Congress, let us spend a little more time work- 
ing out the details of the bill before it is introduced into the Congress. 
All of this pressure has been put on to enact a bill by number. That is 
the way the mail comes in, and, as I told you, I cannot be for H. R. 
7886, the American Legion bill, as it is. I learned sometime ago that 

veople frequently ask you to commit yourself on a bill by number, 
but by the time that bill comes before the Congress it may contain 
things that even the people who suggested you “be for it would not 
favor. But I think the time comes to weigh all these things in the 
balance and that veterans’ organizations should talk to your grass- 
roots Members and get the whole story before the bills are drafted and 
brought to the Congress. And most of them are introduced, Phil, by 
request. It is not the conviction of the individual Member who intro- 
duces the bill. And, as you know, the rules of the House provide that 
when you introduce a bill by request it is stated in there “by request.” 

3ut the time to eliminate all of this confusion and misunderstanding, 
and in some cases hard feelings, is before all the pressure is applied 
to a bill by number. 

Mr. Lusric. I wish to add, and I am sure those who are here today 
also desire to know, that the American Legion is very desirous to 
ascertain the opinion and the reactions of our congressional Repre- 
sentatives, and that which transpires here today, I trust, I shall be 
able to relate accurately. 

If there is a possibility to get that portion of the record which trans- 
pired when I was on the stand here, I would appreciate it very much. 

Mr. Ayres. I will add at this time here that each person who tes- 
tifies and anyone who wishes a copy of the hearing—all they will 
have to do is write me at room 411, House Office Building, and within 
the next week or 10 days it will be printed, and each of you who re- 
quests it will have it mailed to him. That is the reason for having 
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your name and address listed, so that you can get a copy, each one of 
you who testify. 

The Counse.. Have you been present in the audience, and have you 
heard the proceedings heretofore ‘ 

Mr. Lusriae. Yes, sir; from, I would say, about 10: 10 this morning. 

The Counse. I have asked a number of witnesses if they felt the 
pension rate of $105 per month at age 65 for a person with no dis- 
ability, as is iene by H. R. 7886, was realistic, compared to the 
rate of $109 per month for a veteran 60 percent disabled in service. 

Would you care to comment on that? Do you have any viewpoint 
about it ? 

Mr. Lustia. Yes, sir. 1 would have to readily agree with you that 
a man who has a service-connected disability, and getting only $109, 
would be wholly inadequate as compared with a pension of $105 for a 
non-service-connected disability. 

The Counse.. You recognize, then, that there is a relationship be 
tween the two programs that the committee and the Congress must 
consider. 

Mr. Lusria. I recognize that. 

The Counse,. And that if the Congress should forthwith enact 
H. R. 7886, it would bring about a disproportion between the amount 
of benefits available to the service-connected and non-service-con- 
nected ? 

Mr. Lustig. May Iadd this: H. R. 7886 when it was first envisioned, 
when its was first discussed, I think had as its primary purpose the 
increased cost of living. And those veterans who were getting that 
portion which was allowed to them by the law justifiably did have 
this increased in the light of increased costs of living. And that is 
what urged me to support this bill, and I am sure that is what has 
induced a lot of other veterans to support bill 7886. 

Mr. Ayres. We have found this fact based on the mail I have re- 
ceived from my good friends here in the District and from all over 
the country: that very few veterans who signed a card or who wrote 
a short letter saying, “Please support such and such a bill,” under- 
stood as you have stated here, what the actual effect of the bill was. 
But when you get into all of the ramifications of passing in the Con- 
gress of the United States a pension bill, which as you know from 
your past experience, will establish a precedent, you cannot look just 
at what is going to be done this year or next year. You have to try to 
project it from the point of view of what is going to happen in the 
future. And at the same time—and I think most Members of Congress 
feel the same as you do about it, just as you have expressed here—you 
must do nothing in this country to kill the incentive of the man who 
wants to help himself, and you must not jeopardize his benefits or 
penalize him for trying to help himself. Under the provisions of the 
bill as it now exists, we would not correct those two situations. 

Mr. Lusric. Congressman, may I say that the statement that was 
made here this morning that the veterans constitute a frivolous class 
of individuals—I certainly would like to correct, because in my judg- 
ment I think that there is no class of citizens perhaps more loyal, 
more deserving of the acclaim of the American people, than “the 
veteran. 
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Mr. Ayres. Well, it is interesting to have you say that, Phil, and 
your statement certainly is factual, because the man who has served 
his country in the United States, if you want to put it on the basis 
of his being able to provide for himself, who has not suffered a dis- 
ability, not only has better credit, not only makes more money, but 
in most cases he is a very highly respected citizen of his community. 

Mr. Lustig. Thank you very much, Congressman. 

Mr. Ayres. And in closing, as far as my statement is concerned, 
Mr. Lustig, I would like to congratulate Commander Lustig on the 
way in which he does try to get the grassroots feeling of the people 
throughout the area that he’ represents, and it is certainly heart- 
warming to have a State commander say that there perhaps are things 
that the Veterans’ Affairs Committee has to deal with that even a State 
commander has not had called to his attention. For that we thank 
you for your honesty, Phil. 

The Counse.. I would like to say just one thing that I believe may 
be of interest to you. We are currently conducting a staff study on 
non-service-connected pension cases, in an effort to find inequities in 
the program, and thereby determine methods to improve them. 

In connection with this study, I came across this one case, which, 
briefly, I would like to recite to you, as an example of inequities that 
occur in the present program, and call your attention to the fact that 
H. R. 7886 would not correct a situation of this nature. 

The case I refer to is a World War I veteran who served 14 months 
overseas, 4 months in combat, and was cited for gallantry in action. 
He was not disabled in service, but in 1936 he had to have an arm 
amputated. He had arthritis of the spine. He has a combined dis- 
ability of 92 percent, which as you know, under the combination of 

ratings, if all disabilities were added, his disability would exceed 100 
percent, but he has a combined rating of 92 percent. 

He qualified for a non-service-connected pension in 1936 and drew 

hat pension for 19 continuous years. 

In January 1955, he was removed from the pension rolls. He was 
removed from the pension rolls because he was employed as a night 
watchman in an industrial plant. The duties of night watchmen also 
included some janitor duties, and he is unable to perfor m the janitor 
duties, but he happens to have two adult sons who work at that plant, 
and when they finish their shift they assume those duties for the father 
to enable him to keep the job. 

Now, the plant does not provide for a separate night watchman and 
separate janitor because under the wage and hour law, they would have 
to pay each of them a dollar an hour. ( ‘onsequently, the duties are 
combined in the one job. 

In order to hold his job, the janitor work must be performed. His 
two sons perform those duties for him to enable him to hold this job. 
The income from the job is approximately $2,000 per year. He has de- 
pendents, so he is under the $2,700 limitation. But he was stricken 
from the pension rolls on the ground: “Well, you are employable, 
therefore you are not disabled, so you are not entitled to a pension. 

In our viewpoint, the employability standard for the determination 
of disability is not a realistic standard. It results in the striking from 
the pension rolls and in the denial of a pension to persons in the in- 
stance that I have just related, although it is an extreme case. But, at 
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the same time, it would permit the payment of a pension to a person 
with that income who received that income as interest from accumu- 
lated wealth. 

It is inequities of that nature that we are desperately concerned with 
correcting, and in our view, H. R. 7886 would only continue them. 

Now, by making that statement, I do not want to be understood as 
being critical of you or of your organization, but merely to point out to 
you some of the complex problems with which we are confronted in the 
consideration of pension legislation, to invite your consideration of 
them, and to ask for any suggestions that you may be able to give to us 
that might be helpful to us in trying to fairly resolve these problems. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Lustic. I appreciate the very fine explanation. I am sure that 
any inequity about which the Legion is fully familiar, we would do our 
utmost to correct. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Phil. 

In order to expedite matters, even though the bells have not been 
ringing recently, I am going to have to call the roll here, and if you 
will answer “Present” if you are still here and still want to offer your 
views, this will only take a few minutes. 

If you are here, and you want to testify, and I call your name, just 
answer “Present.” 

Norman Wheeler? Mr. Swan? 

Mr. Swan. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Teeter? 

Paul Esterle? 

Mr. Esrerte. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Kenneth Shaver? James Rice? Albert Canfora? 
Eugene Robert Boggs? W. F. Wilson? 

Mr. Witson. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. C. E. Dickson? Mrs. Koroly ? 

Mrs. Korory. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Hamilton? 

Mr. Hamitron. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Ernest Greer? 

Mr. Greer. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Clyde Stott? Michael Ioakem, 1025 Brittain Road, 
Akron, Ohio? George Washington Clark? William Johnson? 

Mr. Jounson. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Arthur Pryor? Edward R. Kirk? Donald Zanes? 
William Johnson ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Reverend Campbell ? 

Reverend Campsetu. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Carl Tucker? Clarence Lindeman? William Newal? 
Louis Smith? Charles Kazlauskas? Stanley Sullivan? Keith 
Price? Gordon Taylor? James Massey? A. T. Swires? 

Mr. Swrres. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Robert Looper? Charlotte Klose? John Buck? E. 
M. Colbert? Eunice E. Robinson? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. Now, is there anyone else in the audience whose name I 
did not call? 

Mr. James Carmody. 
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STATEMENT OF JAMES CARMODY, JUNIOR VICE COMMANDER, 
EIGHTH DISTRICT OF OHIO, VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, 
AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Carmopy. Mr. James Carmody, 260 Palmetto Avenue, Akron, 
Ohio, speaking on behalf of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

At the present time I am junior vice commander of the Eighth 
District of Ohio, comprising four counties. 

Mr. Congressman, my main intent in being here today, first, is to 
listen to the testimony of those in this area who are interested pri- 
marily in seeing that veterans get their just rights. 

Everytime something pertaining to veteranism comes up in the way 
of remunerative value, there is always the old cry, “There they go 
again wanting more money.” I, for one, am a disabled veteran. I 
was wounded on Saipan. 

Mr. Ayres. Jimmy, what organizations do you belong to? 

Mr. Carmopy. At the present time I belong to the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you belong to other veterans’ organizations? Or 
have you? 

Mr. Carmopy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ayres. What organizations? 

Mr. Carmopy. I have belonged to the American Legion, and I am 
fully in accord with all the things they are for, anything to do with 
the benefit of veteranism and for our country is what I am for and I 
know our veterans are for. 

Mr. Ayres. Have you been a member of the DAV? 

Mr. Carmopy. No, I haven’t. 

Mr. Ayres. Or the AMVETS? 

Mr. Carmopy. No, I haven’t. 

But I would like to go on and say, as I said before, there is the old 
hue and cry, “There they go for more money.” And as I always reit- 
erate, I am a disabled veteran and am drawing 50 percent disability 
pension at the present time, due to a leg injury, and at this time my 
leg, the left leg, is an inch and a quarter shorter than the other. 

Then, to go into this subject of who needs and who doesn’t need 
brings it down to the question: How can a person sitting back of a 
desk, going over papers that say that this man was injured at so and 
so time, and they look over this record, and he hasn’t been around 
for a while to say that his injury isn’t bothering him or is bothering— 
and then out of a clear blue sky decide that anybody with 30 percent 
or less or 40 percent or less should be cut off of pensions. 

I fee] that in my case just the other day, after 12 years, over a period 
of a month, my leg started bothering me. It kept getting worse and 
worse. Not knowing what it was, I felt that it was something that 
would go away, goaway. They say that we are always wanting some- 
thing free or getting free medical aid. I didn’t run to get free medical 
aid. I just hoped that it would get better. I don’t want anything 


free. I just want what is coming to me, and that is all exactly that 
I want. 


Mr. Ayres. Jimmy, I speak for the committee, at least I can speak 
for myself, and offer as an opinion, as the consensus of the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, that no member of the committee would ever 
criticize a man with a service-connected disability—and I happen to 





VIEWS OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 3927 


be familiar with yours—who would seek medical attention at the ex- 
pense of the Government. 

And please, Jimmy, do not ever feel when you are suffering from 
that ailment that you are doing anything you should not be doing, 
because you are entitled to it, and you will always have it, and as I 
have said before, there are not any bills pending before the Congress, 
and as far as I am concerned, there never will be that would deprive 
you, a wounded service-connected disabled veteran, of what you are 
so justly entitled to. 

Mr. Carmopy. That is right, Bill, and I appreciate that. 

But what I am trying to say is that these things come up in such 
a way that all of a sudden, like I said, though I had put it off, I did 
have to go. And shrapnel was removed from my leg—after 12 years. 

This brings us up to the question at hand now. We have heard 
testimony today of yabela who were hurt during the service and 
refused to turn to or had not gotten any — now that they were hurt. 

I feel that these persons, naturally, like myself, were anxious to get 
out of the service. And we see now where if we had waited, what I 
am trying to say, get reasonable proof of our injury on paper. We 
were young then, and a lot of the boys who got out were so anxious 
to get out. It looked wonderful to be out. And they did not take 
care of their cases when they had a chance to take care of them and 
see that they had proper identification of their injuries. 

And that brings us also up to the case of the pension for our veterans 
of World War I. Ever so many times we pick up our veterans mag- 
azines and hear our veterans of World War [ still trying to contact 
men who served with them on certain ships, in certain organizations, 
on certain islands, and in certain lands, just to try to plead with 
people that knew that they were injured. And here they need direct 
aid right now; and if you read some of them, you would see their 
pleas, pleas from men who are in dire need, because the Veterans’ 
Administration, doing their job as they see fit and as the rules are 
laid out to them—you must have proof. We all realize that. There 
must be proof of an injury. 

And that prompts us to the veterans bill that is up now on pension 
for aged 62 to 65. 

Speaking for the veterans of Summit County, and also through the 
petitions that have been put around—and I myself mailed numerous 
one to Bill from my post—the majority of people, regardless of 
whether they are veterans or whether they are not, have promptly 
signed this petition for pensions for veterans over 65 as far as the 
VFW is concerned. 

I would like to close now by thanking the committee for hearing 
me, with the plea that they do what is in their heart for the veteran, 
and to take into consideration the dire need of our older members. 

That is my own personal plea, that we take care of the men of World 
War I who do need the help of a pension. 

Sure, there are a lot of men of World War I who are in a fix or in 
a state of affairs now where they do not need pensions. They have 
money. Through their jobs and through their educations they have 
risen in business, where a pension is just the furthest thing from 
their mind as far as veterans are concerned. 

Mr. Ayres. That is true, Jimmy. But we find according to the 
records that percentagewise if a man is entitled to a pension he takes 
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it even though he has investments in stocks and so forth. He still likes 
his pension. 

Mr. Carmopy. That is right. 

What I was trying to put over, the point is, that there are more 
men who are not in that position "that need money; in other words, 
more men who need the money to actually subsist on than the ones 
that do not need the money. So that is what I was trying to put 
across, the fact that we should take care of the World War I members 
who are sadly in need of money. And this pension bill that is proposed 
would take care of them in a little way and help them more in their 
later life. 

Mr. Ayres. I know that every Member of Congress appreciates 
hearing from people that he has been honored to represent. And I 
know you went to a lot of work on petitions, Jimmy. 

However, I want to tell you a little story about petitions and how 
it works sometimes when people sign them, so that you won’t get too 
excited, naturally, about a lot of petitions going in to W ashington. 

We had a vacancy in a postmastership “here. And those decisions 
are much more difficult in many cases than people understand. 

So the two applicants circulated petitions. One got 180 on his, 
which stated that he was the most qualified for the job. 

The other fellow got 140 on his, which stated that he was most 
qualified ; 92 people had signed both petitions. 

So you can appreciate what you are up against when you get a 
petition. 

Mr. Carmopy. I realize that, Congressman. 

Mr. Ayres. So I would not want you to feel that because a lot of 
signatures were submitted, that was going to be decisive one way or 
another. Most of your members try ‘to bri ing out the various hidden 
factors in these bills that will come to light “if they are enacted into 
law. Then all of the inequities, of course, are brought to the surface. 

But I know how conscientious you have been, Jimmy, in fighting 
for what you believe is right. 

And again I repeat that although we have had our differences, I 
appreciate your taking the time to come down and express your point 
of view. 

Perhaps Mr. Downer has some questions. 

The Counsext. Do you understand the discussion we have had about 
income limitations and about need applies only to non-service-con- 
nected disabilities and has no application at all to service-connected 
disabilities ? 

Mr. Carmopy. That is right. 

The Counset. Do you feel that the $91 per month compensation 
payment for a 50 percent service-connected disability would be 
re: alistic, compared to $100 per month for a veteran who has 90 days’ 
service and no disability at age 62? 

Mr. Carmopy. In looking at that question—I have heard it all day, 
sir—there seems to be two different thoughts on that question. Natu- 

rally, the person who is a service-connected disability person will— 
some will look and say, “I don’ t know w hy he should be getting more 
money than me,” and then again, as a true veteran and as a man who 
looks to seeing that this other person who was in the service, whether 
he was in 90 days or 30 days—as long as he gave his time and was in 
the service, I feel that that man is entitled to his just benefits. 





VIEWS. OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 3929 


Now, I feel also that if that person who has been in the service 90 
days, or 1 day overseas, and is given that pension—I feel that he 
should have it. 

Mr. Ayres. You do think that he should be entitled to $9 per month 
more than a person who has a 50 percent service-connected disability ¢ 

Mr. Carmopy. Actually, it is a hard question. 

Myself, I would look at it more or less in the vein as to the need, 
the need of the individual. I would not want to make a general 
statement saying that everyone is entitled to it ahead of the person 
with the 50 percent disability, no. 

The CounseL. Would you consider a person without dependents 
who has an income of $2,400 per annum to be in such need that he 
would be entitled to the $100 per month as contrasted to your $91 
per month ? 

Mr. Carmopy. I would say no. I feel that for someone in my posi- 
tion, where my employment is impaired, I don’t feel that he should 
be receiving that money ahead of me. 

The CounseL. You can understand from the testimony you have 
heard here, the problems that we have been confronted with, in con- 
nection with these legislative proposals, that they are quite complex, 
are they not? 

Mr. Carmopy. Yes, sir, very much so. 

The Counse.. Thank you very much, Jimmy, for your help. 

Mr. Ayres. You see, that is why it is so difficult to make a de- 
cision on this. Because I want to repeat again from my heart: You 
with a 50 percent disability, who got shot up, can wind up where 
you are drawing less from the Government for having been a serv- 
ice man than the man who never left the States, and who never in- 
curred any hardship, who falls in the same category as a veteran 
that I do, who served his time in the Ozark Mountains. We hope 
to be able to come up with constructive legislation after hearing from 
all of you gentlemen who are so close to the picture. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Carmopy. Thanks very much, Congressman, for this time. 
And I do hope that you will arrive at a suitable bill for the needs 
and the help of everyone in the veterans organizations. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you. 

This gentleman, now. 

I think before you start we ought to give the reporter a break and 
let him rest his fingers. 

A 5 minute recess. 

(Short recess. ) 

Mr. Ayres. The committee will again come to order. 

Will you state your name and address for the reporter? 


STATEMENT OF A. T. SWIRES, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Swires. My name is A. T. Swires, 685 Garfield Street, Akron, 
Ohio. 

I belong to a lot of veterans organizations, Bill, and I had a lot of 
calls, and I had a lot of letters in regard to this nonservice pen- 
sion. That is the reason I wrote you in Washington such a snappy 
letter. 
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Mr. Ayres. I get a lot of snappy letters, and I appreciate yours. 

Mr. Swires. I feel this way: that we are entitled to nonservice 
yensions. For instance, myself. I have held a lot of offices in the 
Filsiai of Foreign Wars and the American Legion. I am a life 
member of the DAV and also I belong to the Army-Navy Club. 

For instance, my own self—I retired last August 31. Without that 
veterans’ pension, I cannot get along. I get $60.82 from the State re- 
tirement, $50.30 social security, which amounts to $111.12. Can any- 
one keep a family—I have one son, who is in charge of the Navy out in 
Los Angeles, Calif. Can I keep a home up on $111.12 a month? I feel 
this way: When a man gets age 65 he should retire and let the young 
folks work. I feel as though I can keep myself occupied. I officiate at 
funerals, 2 or 2 a week, World War I, I, and all veterans organiza- 
tions. 

Mr. Ayres. We do not want to inquire into your private affairs, but 
your testimony here, I know, will raise a question with the committee 
who reads the report. The first thing they would ask is: Does he have 
any other income? 

Mr. Swrires. No other income. 

Mr. Ayres. The only income you have is what you have stated here? 

Mr. Swires. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. No investments? 

Mr. Swires. No. 

Mr. Ayres. No savings that you draw on ¢ 

Mr. Swires. No. 

Now, in World War I, I was gased in the Argonne Forest. I have 
a shrapnel wound, arthritis of the spine. I got a 10-percent disability. 
1 felt as though I could make a living without going to the Govern- 
ment for help. 

Now, I transferred my service-connected over to non-service- 
connected. If I didn’t have that nonservice pension, I couldn’t live. 
I would have to go to work. 

The Counset. May I interrupt your testimony just a moment to 
explain, in case you might not understand it: There is no proposal to 
deprive you of your pension at all, or no proposal to restrict the present 
non-service-connected pension system. The only proposals are to 
further expand and liberalize the present non-service-connected pen- 
sion system. And to take your own case, as an example, you are pres- 
ently qualified for a pension under the existing income limitation. So 
that the increase in the income limitations would not help you at all. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Swires. That is right. 

Counsev. The only thing that would benefit you would be to increase 
the monthly rate of the pension. 

Mr. Swires. Yes, sir. 

Let me ask you a question. I heard you state where a man 60 or 62 
years old could make $2,400. Where are you going to get a job at 60 or 
62 years old and make $2,400 a year, at that age ? 

The Counsext. Perhaps I should clarify that a little. That is not 
restricted to earned income. In fact, it just means income. One might 
have investments. If, say, they yielded 4 percent, he could have con- 
siderably in excess of $50,000 and have an income within those income 
limitations. We were not speaking of earnings, you see. It is total 
income. Does that clarify the matter for you ? 
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Mr. Swires. Yes. And another thing I would like to bring up. 
Like the Honorable Bill there says, I think these veterans organiza- 
tions should get together. There is some of the American Legion bill 
I don’t agree with, and part of the VFW bill I don’t agree w ith. In 
the VFW bill they want World War II veterans included in there. 
Why don’t they wait until they get to be 60 or 65 years old before they 
put them in the bill ? 

The Counset. Perhaps the trouble is that no one has yet been able 
to devise a method to persuade us all to agree on things. It has been 
said that.is what makes a horse race, differences of opinion. 

Now, perhaps as things are studied and analyzed and debated, there 
will evolve a common ground on which the differing views can be 
united. 

Mr. Swings. That is the reason I wrote the Honorable Bill such a 
snappy letter. They call me and write me letters. I want to know 
how they feel so that I know how to vote. A man wants to know how 
to vote. 

Mr. Ayres. That is good. 

Mr. Swires. I Rave lees a Republican for a good many years but I 
change my vote. I have served on the draft board, served as a city 
inspector, and I haven’t been around here 45 years without knowing 
anybody. Ithink I hold about two votes in my vest pocket. 

So whatever you can do for the World War I veterans, I wish you 
could continue. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you. And you continue writing. 

I have a gentleman here in the audience who has an appointment 
and hastoleave. We will call him next if it is all right. 

Mr. Greer ¢ 

Mr. Greer. Ernest Greer. 

We have a young lady here who is a widow of a Spanish War veteran. 
She would like to testify. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. JULIA GARMAN, CHAIRMAN, LEGISLATIVE 
COMMITTEE, SPANISH WAR VETERANS AUXILIARY 


Mrs. GARMAN. Julia Garman, 156 West State. 

I sort of feel out of place here with all the veterans but I came 
as chairman of the legislative committee of the Spanish War Veterans 
Auxiliary. 

Mr. Ayres. Mrs. Garman, we have a number of bills pending before 
the Congress now for the widows and orphans of veterans. 

Mrs. Garman. Well, all I wanted to say was that, of course, our 
membership are practically all in the seventies, and a good many are 
in the eighties. And we felt we were deserving of a little small raise, 
but the trouble with us is that we are, none of us, able to work real hard, 
and also, under the present industrial conditions, we can’t get any- 
thing. About the only job we can get now is baby sitting. 

I didn’t mean to come and speak before this large audience, but I 
just wondered what the status of the bill for the w idows was. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, the bills that we are discussing here today pri- 
marily, of course, Mrs. Garman, would not affect you, but we do have 
bills pending before the Congress that should be either acted on favor- 
ably or unfavorably before the session expires. 
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But. I do not think you have to apologize for not being out in a 
factory working at your age. We certainly do not expect you to. 
And it has been the wish of the Congress that the widows would be 
given at least enough assistance so that you could hold your head high 
in soe iety. 

Mrs. Garman. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. Those bills are being considered before the Congress 
now and will probably be acted on between now and the time Congress 
adjourns. 

Mrs. GARMAN. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ayres. Here is a gentleman who has been waiting for a long 
time. 

Mr. Swan? 

Mr. Esterle ¢ etal POERII T C 

State your name and address, Paul, please. hey Se 


STATEMENT OF PAUL ESTERLE, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Esrerte. My name is Paul M. Esterle, 511 Elbon Avenue. 

I am here for myself. I belong to the DAV. Iam a life member. 

Mr. Ayres. What is your disability, Paul! 

Mr. Esrer.e. I am drawing right now 60 percent. And the purpose 
for my visit—I would like to point out to you the hard row that a 
veteran who is disabled has to hoe. 

Beginning with, 1 would like to point out why compensation should 
be increased. For the first thing, you have loss of earning capacity 
and restriction on jobs, which T have. There is insecurity on jobs. 
In my personal case, from the Ist of June in 1953 to the 3d of April 
1956, I have been on nine different jobs at the Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Co. 1am not able to have a skilled job on account of the restriction 
of my back and my leg. My earning capacity has been cut, and, until 
a year ago, I only drew 40 percent, and, from the time I was discharged 
until 1949, I drew 10 percent. 

The only thing I am asking is that my family and myself be given 
a decent living. “And, if we are not able to provide for ourselves, ; that 
we should be helped along. 

Mr. Ayres. How old are you, Paul ¢ 

Mr. Esrere. I will be 37 this month. 

Mr. Ayres. And you served in World War IT? 

Mr. Esrerte. In World War IL, yes, sir. 

Mr. Ayres. Was your injury received in combat ¢ 

Mr. Esrerte. Yes, sir, it was. I was injured in France, the 30th of 
June 1944. 

Mr. Ayres. You have been here quite a while today, have you not? 

Mr. Esrerie. Yes, sir, I have, and I feel it. 

Mr. Ayres. You have heard those testifying against the recom- 
mendations, some of the recommendations, of the Bradley Commis- 
sion’s findings ¢ 

Mr. Esrerte. Yes, sir, I have read what the DAV paper had on the 
Bradley committee. There are some that I approved and some that 
I am against. 

Mr. Ayres. You are saying here today that you approve of the 
recommendation that the service-connected disabled veteran should 
be adequately compensated for that disability ? 
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Mr. Esrerue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ayres. And you are also testifying that the 60 percent that you 
are now receiving does not adequately ‘compensate you for the dis- 
ability, inasmuch as you have been transferred around to 9 different 
jobs in the last 2 years? 

Mr. Esrerze. All low paying jobs. 

My regular job was building truck tires. 

Mr. Ayres. That is a pretty good paying job? 

Mr. Esrerte. That is a good paying job. 

Mr. Ayres. But your disability, your service-connected disability, 
prevents you from holding that job now? 

Mr. Esrerir. Holding a job that I should be able to perform. 

Mr. Ayres. What is your total income from your work, not your 
disability ¢ 

Mr. Esterte. Well, if I can find it here. I have my earnings state- 
ments for the year of and 1953. 

In 1952, I made $2,570 

Mr. Ayres. 1952, $2,5 702 

Mr. Esterte. Thatisright. In 1953, I made $1,693, all at the Good- 
year Tire & Rubber Co., and the rest of the time I was hospitalized. 

Mr. Ayres. That was $1,693 ¢ 

Mr. Esrertr. $1,693. 

The Counsren. And you were hospitalized ? 

Mr. Esterue. I was hospitalized. And I was in Crile Hospital no 
more than 4 weeks, I believe, when I was drawing 40 percent at that 
time, when I received a letter my compensation was cut to 20 percent. 

Mr. Ayres. I remember that. 

Mr. Esrerte. You handled the case. You wrote several letters 
for me. 

Mr. Ayres. Now, was your total income from your compensation, 
Paul? 

Mr. Esrerte. With the dependency allowance I am getting $141.60 
at present, which is not guaranteed. They can cut you off tomorrow. 

Mr. Ayres. What is your take-home pay now, a week ? 

Mr. Esrertr. Now? I take home about $45 to $50. That is, if I 
am working steady. 

Mr. Ayres. In other words, if you are lucky and your disability does 
not. keep you from working, you will probably make about $2,400 this 
year. 

Mr. Esrerte. For the last 10 years since I was discharged from the 
Army, I figured up my earnings, my average earnings, and they run 
between $2,600 and $2,700 a year. That isn’t much money to bring 
a family of four up on and try to buy a home and have a decent stand- 
ard of living. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, that is what the Bradley Commission report on 
disabled veterans whose earning power was impaired brought out; 
that you are earning less money than the average veteran who does not 
have a disability. Of course, the man who is hurt the most, the worst, 
so to speak, was the 100 percent disabled veteran. 

But the thing that you are trying to get across to the committee— 
I do not mean to be rushing you, Paul— 

Mr. Esterie. That is quite all right. 
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Mr. Ayres. Is that you would be making perhaps double if not 
triple what you are making as a tire builder if you did not have this 
service-connected disability. 

Mr. Esrerte. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. And that under the present compensation payments, the 
most that you can hope for is around $4,000 a year, if you are able to 
work every day on a lower paying job and still maintain your present 
rate of compensation. 

Mr. Esrerte. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. And then you have this fear: That if you continue to 
work they may call you in and say, “Your disability is no longer 50 
percent.” 

Mr. Esrrerte. Which they have done already. And I also think a 
man should have peace of mind that the next sunrise he is going to 
have something to eat. If he isn’t able to do it, some should be pro- 
vided for him. 

Mr. Ayres. Then can we sum up your testimony, Paul, on the basis 
that the service-connected veteran with a disability who falls in the 
sategory you do should be given preference. 

The Counset. What did you you say was the amount of your com- 
pensation ? 

Mr. Esterte. $142.60, for 60 percent. 

The Counsex. Since your disability has been rated at 60 pereent, 
have your earnings declined in that period ? 

Mr. Estertr. Last year I had a good year. I did not have to lay off 
very much, and they haven’t asked me for any earnings statements. 
I have only had this 60 percent for a year and 3 or 4 months, I believe. 

The Counsei. Then you think the average you gave over the past 3 
or 4 years would be fairly representative of your present earning 
capacity ? 

Mr. Esrerir. It would; yes, sir. Because I am not getting any 
better. I have to wear a brace to work. And any job that pays any- 
thing, they wouldn’t even consider me. I wear a Taylor brace, a back 
brace. 

And. another thing I would like to point out is that each time I come 
out of Crile Hospital I have been given a rough time in getting a job. 
They have always tried to talk me into quitting, when nobody else 
will hire me with my back condition and my leg. 

Mr. Ayres. How much seniority do you have now? 

Mr. Esterie. I have 17 years at Goodyear. But your service doesn’t 
mean anything if you are not able to work. 

Mr. Ayres. Who tried to talk you into quitting? You don’t need 
to answer that. 

Mr. Esterie. The man is retired. I won’t name his name. 

Mr. Ayres. I mean it is a member of your organization? 

Mr. Esterte. Yes. It won’t give me any more trouble. It would 
just give me something to fight for. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much, Paul. And if there is any ques- 
tion about your being cut, you write me again. 

Mr. Esrerte. I will. And I thank you for the trouble I have caused 
you, and I hope that I have enlightened you to some extent. 

Mr. Ayres. It is no trouble at all, Paul. Any time a man with 
service-connected disability whose earning power is impaired and 
needs help, the Congress is there to do their best. 
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Mr. Esrerte. I thank you. 
Mr. Ayres. Mr. Wilson, W. F. Wilson? 

Mr. Hamilton? 

You have heard the proceeding, Mr. Hamilton. 
You go right ahead. 


STATEMENT OF MARION A. HAMILTON, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Hamitron. My name is Marion A. Hamilton, 543 Wooster 
Avenue, Akron. My reason for coming here is because I think and 
feel that I have a legitimate complaint. In the first place, I was 
awarded 100 percent compensation by the Veterans’ Administration, 
and my physical difficulties were caused by no fault of mine. 

Mr. Ayres. What was your disability, Mr. Hamilton? 

Mr. Hamuiton. My disability was 100 percent. I was going to 
school in an effort to obtain a higher education, and the Veterans’ 
Administration said they felt that I had improved, so it was cut off 
30 percent. 

gain, on December 19, 1952, I was notified to report to the vet- 
erans’ hospital at Decatur, Ala. Arriving there on December 20, 
the doctor wanted me to come back later because he had a dinner 
engagement, but they told me I had come from quite a long way. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Hamilton, are you drawing a disability compensa- 
tion now ¢ 

Mr. Hamiuron. Yes, sir; of 50 percent. 

Mr. Ayres. In other words, they have cut you from 100 to 50 percent # 

Mr. Hamitton. That is right. Ever since I was discharged I have 
required continuous medication. Some of these medications cost as 
high as 50 cents per tablet, which I have to pay for myself. 

Mr. Ayres. Are youemployed at the present time ? 

Mr. Hamitton. Lam. Iam employed at the postal service. 

Mr. Ayres. Are you there through any veterans’ preference ? 

Mr. Hamitron. lam. 

Mr. Ayres. As a disabled veteran ? 

Mr. Hamitton. That is true. 

Mr. Ayres. How much seniority do you have in the postal service ? 

Mr. Hamiurton. I started on September 16, 1953. 

Mr. Ayres. Does your disability impair your advancement in that 
service ? 

Mr. Hamirton. As it is, I am a common laborer. Before I was 
employed as a machinist. But for certain difficulties, it resulted in 
employment at a lower capacity. 

Mr. Ayres. When they cut your 100-percent disability to 50 percent 
did you appeal that ? 

Mr. Hamtiiron. I appealed to the Veterans’ Administration in 
Washington. They said the decision was final. 

Mr. Ayres. Who represented you on that? 

Mr. Hamriiton. Well, no one. I was told to report to the Veterans’ 
Administration for an examination at Montgomery, Ala. 

Mr. Ayres. Did any service officer of any of the veterans organi- 
zations help you with the case ? 

Mr. Haminton. No. I have been discharged with 100 percent. The 
most I ever received was $159. At that time I was married and living 


in Chicago, Ill. 
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Mr. Ayres. Have you requested a reexamination through the Vet- 
erans’ Administration to determine whether or not your disability i is 
greater than the 50 percent at the present time ¢ 

Mr. Hamitron. Well, as I have dealt with the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration, I feel the best thing to do is to let it go like it is. 

Mr. Ayres. In other words, you feel they might cut you from 50 
to 20 if you went in again ? 

Mr. Hamutron. It would be a nasty fight, I guess, but they would 
most likely win. 

Mr. Ayres. I am not a doctor, Mr. Hamilton, as you know, but we 
do have the jurisdiction to request the Veterans’ Administri ation to 
give you a thorough physical examination to determine whether or 
not they have judged your disability properly. And if that is what 
you would like, or if that is one of your reasons for coming before 
the committee, I would be very happy to arrange that. 

Mr. Haminron. It is necessary that I go to the doctor ever y 2 weeks. 

Mr. Ayres. Then I presume your feeling is that perhaps we had 
better spend a little time finding out whether the compensation is 
being scaeienl correctly before we go into a pension program for 
you some years later. Is that your position ¢ 

Mr. Haminron. That is true. 

Mr. Ayres. Do you have any question, Mr. Downer ¢ 

Well, should anyone threaten more curtailment, or should you decide 
that you want to have your condition reappraised, you let me know, 
Mr. Hamilton, and we will be very glad to do so. 

Mr. Haminron. I thank you, and I thank you for the assistance that 
you have given me before. I feel that I should have a complete review 
of the dischar ge condition under which I was discharged. 

Mr. Ayres. That you can arrange, and if you decide that is what 
you want, you write me. 

Mr. Haminron. That is what I would like to have, because I don’t 
think I received the proper treatment while in military service. 

Mr. Ayres. Will youstate that in a letter to me? 

Mr. Greer has not returned, has he? 

Reverend Campbell 

Reverend Camrse.u. Here. 

Mr. Ayres. For the sake of the record, you might state your 
profession. 


STATEMENT OF REV. JOHN C. CAMPBELL, AKRON, OHIO 


Reverend Campsett. John C. Campbell, 2506 South Arlington 
Street, Akron. 

I am a Methodist minister. 

Now, I have been here for a few hours, and have learned a great 
deal in all this testimony that has been given and the questions that 
you, Congressman, and the other gentlemen there, have asked. There 
is little or nothing that I could add perhaps. 

I appear as a veteran of World War I and as a citizen. I am not 
i member of any veterans organization at the present time. 

Mr. Ayres. Have you ever been a member of a_ veterans 
organization ¢ 
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Reverend Camppetn. Yes. I am a charter member of the Charles 
H. Katy Post, No. 56, American Legion, at Salem, Ohio, their first 
post commander. 

Mr. Ayres. How long were you a member of that post ? 

Reverend Campse.u. Well, I have been a member intermittently 
up until the last perhaps 10 years. Oh, a little longer than that— 
15 years. Of course, because of my profession, I move about, and 
in many instances I have been chaplain of the various posts where I 
have served. 

Mr. Ayres. Just as a matter of curiosity, being somewhat similar 
with the operation, as you know, of the Methodist Church, would it 
have jeopardized your position as a minister of the church to belong 
to a post that has a bar in it? 

Reverend Campse.yu. Oh, yes, I think it would. 

Mr. Ayres. Would that have anything to do with your ceasing to be 
a member ? 

Reverend Camppety. Yes; very much. As a matter of fact, I don’t 
fee] at home with a group that is half-tanked. 

Nevertheless 

Mr. Ayres. It might be a good place for you to find some prospects. 

Reverend CAMPBELL. Yes; it would be. 

I have been around, as a chaplain. I have been with them. And 
as I said, I do not feel at home with them. 

Now, getting back to the real purpose of my presence here: As a 
veteran, naturally I am interested in veterans’ legislation, and when 
I read in the paper that you were to hold this meeting today, I called 
and asked for an appointment. 

Mr. Ayres. Were you a chaplain in World War I, Reverend, or 
was that prior to your ministerial training ? 

Reverend Campse.u. That was prior. I was a private in the Med- 
ical Department. 

Mr. Ayres. Did you have any overseas service ? 

Reverend Camppe.u. No; all in this country. 

Mr. Ayres. How long were you in? 

Reverend Camppetit. About 6 months. Camp Sherman at 
Chillicothe. 

Mr. Ayres. Did you incur any disability ? 

Reverend Campse.u. No; no disability. I might have been able to— 
I had the flu at the time the influenza was so very bad. I was in the 
base hospital. But I got along very well. 

Mr. Ayres. I am very familiar with the small pension that retired 
Methodist preachers get. You are not going to be able to take care 
of your worldly needs on the pension the church would give you. 

Reverend Camrppe.u. No, that is true. 

Mr. Ayres. And Methodist ministers during the span of their good 
work in most cases are not able to accumulate any savings. 

Reverend CampsBe.i. No. 

Mr. Ayres. What do you anticipate doing to make up this deficit 
when you retire? 

Reverend Camprentyi. Of course, that is in the future. It would be 
hard tosay. Just perhaps supply here and there, and so forth. Just 
like your father. It reminds me. Your father and I were talking, 
and he told me of an experience he had at the breakfast table in Lake- 
side a couple of years ago. He introduced himself, and his name was 
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W. H. Ayres, and the folks that he introduced himself to said “Why, 
tha is our Congressman’s name.” Your dad felt pretty proud telling 
them, “Yes; that is my boy.” 

Mr. Ayres. Maybe I would have been better off if I had been a 
preacher. 

But I think the reason I mentioned this, Reverend, is that here we 
have a concrete example of where the proposed pension program 
on the present income limitations would be of benefit to a veteran with 
a nonservice-connected disability. Many of these cases that would be 
covered under this program would not affect an individual who is or 
who will be—we will put it that way—in need of financial assistance. 

Do you have any questions, Mr. Downer ? 

The Counsei. No questions. 

Reverend Campse.i. I would like to say this. After I made this 
appointment, I talked with a number of veterans, both from World 
War I and World War II, and told them that I was going to be here, 
and just in an offhand way, said, “What do you want me to say for 
you?” J learned this from those men, that almost as a whole they are 
of the opinion that every veteran when he reached the age of 65 will 
receive a pension, just a pension. 

Mr. Ayres. You say they are of the opinion that they will, or that he 
should ? 

Reverend Campsety. That he will receive a pension. That is the 
present law. They have not any idea about the many obstacles they 
have got to hurdle in order to get that pension. 

The Counset. May I interrupt you, Reverend, to ask you if you 
have found there are many veterans aged 65 whose minds had been dis- 
abused of that viewpoint ? 

teverend CaMpBELL. Yes, perhaps. 

Now, here was a strange thing that I learned here today, as the com- 
mander of the State Legion post, testifying for H. R. 7886—I got that 
number from him—I didn’t know anything about it except what I have 
read from a Legion magazine that I picked up in a barber shop, and in 
that particular article, the thing that they emphasized was the non- 
employable phase of the present bill, and that they wanted their mem- 
bers; that is, the folks who get this magazine of theirs, to write in to 
their Congressman and members of their committee, urging them to 
support H. R. 7886, which would eliminate the nonemployable phase 
of the nonservice bill. 

Mr. Ayres. H. R. 7886 makes no change in the employability before 
age 65. 

Reverend Campsety. Yes; that seemed quite a paradox from what 
I heard here today and what actually is. 

Now, personally, I think that is the worst phase of that non-service- 
connected bill, this nonemployable part of it. And I certainly think 
that if the members of the committee are fair and square, as I think 
you people are, or you would not be here today, you should at least 
use your influence and effort in trying to eliminate that part of any 
bill that might be finally passed by your committee and sent on to 
the floor. 

Mr. Ayres. May I ask you, sir, if it is your viewpoint that benefits 
for nonservice disability should be restricted to those in need? 

Reverend Campse.y. Well, that is a pretty broad statement as you 
put it there—to those in need. I think perhaps there ought to be a 
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limitation on their income. And I was under the impression that 
that was now specifically stated as income, but apparently not, from 
what you had to say, Congressman Ayres, that the law does not defi- 
nitely state that it is just income, but it should be, if that income is 
coming from stocks or dividends or whatever it might be, from what- 
ever source, I think it should be taken as income, and that would be 
the thing that would count. 

The CounseL. What you mean to say is that you think it should be 
restricted to earnings ! 

Reverend Campse.u. No; I think it should be restricted to income. 
If a man is worth $50,000 or whatever it might be and has a lot of 
stocks and he is getting an income which would perhaps be a large 
sum of money, personally I do not believe the man, for a non-service- 
connected pension, is entitled to it. That is my own personal opinion, 
but, on the other hand, I don’t think it ought to be too small, either, 
on the other hand, because, after all, you know, I heard some of these 
men here today telling about the small incomes they have, and we 
wonder how they get alc right now. 

Mr. Ayres. Then would it be fair to say that what you mean is 
that you think the pension should be limited to the non-service- 
connected pension, I mean, to those in need, but the question of deter- 
mination of what constitutes need is a rather broad question, and 
you are not prepared to commit yourself specifically on just what 
would constitute need. 

Reverend Campseit. No. I think these organizations, now, while 
they vary, as I understand it—the Legion wants for a married man 
or a man with dependents, $3,000, and I believe the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars want $3,600 or so. I think it would be worthwhile 
if you could arrive at a figure that would help all of them and please 
allofthem. As far as that is concerned, it would not make any differ- 
ence what you arrive at. You know as well as I do that you are not 
going to fulfill the desires of any particular group. But you must 
take into consideration the great number of veterans who are not 
members of any veterans organizations, who are also to be considered, 
and that number is greater than those who are members of specific 
veterans’ organizations. There isn’t any question about it. 

Mr. Ayres. Nice to see you, Mr. Campbell. 

Reverend Campse... It has been nice to be here. I have learned a 
great deal, and I appreciate that you people are doing what you are 
doing by your presence here today. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

Mr. William Johnson / 

Will you sit down and make yourself comfortable, Mr. Johnson, and 
give your name and address to the reporter. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM JOHNSON, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Jounson. My name is William Johnson, 149 Cuyahoga Street. 

What I am here on today is to explain my condition. I ama World 
War I veteran. Soon I will be 64, and I am not working; I am unable 
to work, but I could do gardening. I have been doing gardening for 
people, cutting lawns, during the summertime—gardening. 

My wife—lI got married in 1954 to this last wife, and she was work- 
ing, but she has been unable to work for the last 15 months, and I have 





































3940 VIEWS OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 


been having it pretty tough. And I figure our sixty-six fifteen is not 
enough with the high cost of living. 

Mr. Ayres. How old are you, Mr. Johnson ? 

Mr. Jounson. I soon will be 64; 63, pretty close to 64. I am more 
nearly 64 than is 63. 

And, of course, I am not able to do steady work no way. I couldn’t 
work steady. Just piddling work. I can get a little work here and 
there cutting people’s lawns. 

Mr. Ayres. What is the $66 that you are drawing now, Mr. Johnson, 
so that we will have that in the record. 

Mr. Jounson. Oh, this year my heart and back—— 

Mr. Ayres. Is that service-connected ? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, I couldn’t prove my service connection. I lost 
my first discharge. And I reenlisted in 1920, when I came out, I mean 
1919. Lreenlisted in the 25th Infantry. And I lost my first discharge 
along in 1929 somewhere, pretty young, traveling around, you see. 
And I couldn’t prove it. "They were sorry in Cleveland that I couldn’t 
prove it. They told me to just keep atrying, you see. It’s in Wash- 
ington. But I lost my hospital record overseas and over here, too. 

Mr. Ayres. You were really in trouble. 

Mr. Jonnson. That is why I couldn’t prove I was service-connected. 

Mr. Ayres. Then your point in coming before the committee is to 
state that you are a man in need and you 1 think pensions ought to be 
increased ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir; I need an increase bad, because of my condi- 
tion, my health. 

I have been trying to do the work I have been doing in the last 10 
years, but I finally collapsed. I can’t do that so good. Just piddling 
work, you know. 

Mr. Ayres. How long were you in the service? 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, ‘I was over there a year, and then came back in 
on and then enlisted in the 25th Infantry for 1 year in Arizona at 
Camp S. D. Little, and I just wanted to try 1 more year. <A lot of my 

buddies said I was crazy, but I just wanted to try it another year. 

Mr. Ayres. You are to be commended for wanting to help your 
country. In fact, I met with a group today at noon that think we 
ought to be doing more to increase the incentive to keep men in the 
service rather than wor rying about taking care of those with their 
non-service-connected disabilities. 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. Their point is that if we make the service more attrac- 
tive, we will have more career people, and, therefore, our costs will 
come down, because our big cost is training new recruits all the time. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. That is what I told my nephew. If I was 
younger—I should have stayed in. I would have been retired several 
years ago if I had stayed in the service. I would have been better off. 
But I came out. 

Mr. Ayres. Then in summing up your position, Mr. Johnson, here 
you are, a man in need. You have got a new wife, and she cannot 
work, either; is that right? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. She is younger than I am. She is 
just 55. 

Mr. Ayres. You are going to get her a job if you can? 
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Mr. Jonunson. Well, she is kind of disabled to work any more, you 
see. And it takes her best to do housework. 

Mr. Ayre. But at the present time there are 2 of you trying to 
get along on $66 a month. 

Mr. Jounson. That is right; both of us trying to get along with it. 

Mr. Ayres. And you think that pension ought to be increased ? 
That is your position ? 

Mr. Sema That is right. You see, we are paying $35 a month 
for rent, and that would leave $35 to eat on a month. Well, you 
know we aren’t doing much eating. And I have to go to a doctor once 
ina while for my ear “and my heart. 

Mr. Ayres. I think you have summed up your position pretty well, 
Mr. Johnson. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Jounson. Thanks. 

Mr. Ayres. Do we have two Johnsons here? Is there another 
William Johnson ¢ 

Mr. Robinson ? 

State your name and address, please. 


STATEMENT OF EUNICE E. ROBINSON, AKRON, OHIO 


Mr. Roprnson. My name is Eunice E. Robinson. I live at 15 Good- 
rich Street. 

Mr. Ayres. Just go ahead, Eunice, and state your story. 

Mr. Ropinson. I want to be very brief. I haven’t got very much to 
say. But I am speaking as an individual. 

T was injured overseas, and I was in the hospital at Fort Shafter, 
and they said they couldn’t find the record. I stayed in the hospital 
over a month in June 1953, they couldn’t find any record, and in 
coming back, I was anxious to get out of service, and I draw 10 
percent disability on account of feet, termed “pes planus,” a foot condi- 
tion, so that I could hardly walk when I got out. I thought I would 
have to crawl to get down to the messhall. But my back didn’t 
bother me too much right after I got out. But I was notified at the 
time, before I was discharged, to go ahead on; that I could go to 
the Veterans’ Administration and they would correct ev erything just 
the same as they would at the base where I was discharged in Fort 
Shafter, or not Fort pair but Fort Smith in Camp Chaffee, Ark. 

So I was discharged, and I went ry and they examined me. They 
couldn’t find anything wrong. And I went in three different times. 

Well later on, I went to the Marine hospital in Cleveland, and they 
X-rayed me, and they told me they had found small pieces of metal 
in the lower part of my spine. 

And when I came out of the hospital, they evidently got my rec ords 
messed up some way or another. They told the doctor here in 
Akron what they gave me, and he gave me what they told him and 
then they wrote and told him that, when he wrote for a record, that I 
wasn’t even in the hospital. 

So I just wanted to show the discrepancies, the fantastic mistakes 
that were made. 

Mr. Ayres. This is World War II, Eunice, that you are talking 
about ? 


Mr. Rozrnson. This is World War II that I am talking about. 
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Mr. Ayres. Have they ever got it straightened out to the point where 
you are drawing a disability now ? 
Mr. Roprnson. As far as they are concerned, it was straightened 
out. I mean, if you haven’t got a record they can just reach up in the 

sky and pull one out, and that is it. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, are you drawing any disability now ? 

Mr. Rostnson. Ten percent. 

Mr. Ayres. Has your disability impaired your earning power! 

Mr. Roprnson. Quite a bit. My spine bothers me quite a bit in the 
lower part of my back. 

Mr. Ayres. The 10 percent you are drawing is for the spine ail- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Rorstnson. What I am drawing now is for my feet, pes planus. 

Mr. Ayres. They are giving you 10 percent for your feet, and it is 
your spine that is really disabled ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Well, my spine bothers me, but my feet bothered me 
quite a bit, and it handicaps me in earning capacity. 

I have paper here that you can see that will confirm what I am 
talking about. 

Mr. Ayres. We won’t be able to put the papers in the record. 

Mr. Rogrnson. All you have to do is look at these, and you can see 
what it is. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, I will be glad to go over these with you. 

Mr. Rogprnson. This is actually the record going to the doctor, and 
actual discharge from the hospital at the time, and they have a differ- 
ent date that I entered the hospital. They said January 23, and I 
went in January 10, 1951. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Eunice, have you been in the hospital for an 
examination recently ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No; I have not. But I don’t think it is necessary, 
because this is the original one, and I don’t think it is necessary for me 
to go back for an examination. I am not looking for NG I 
am not looking for any handout from the Government. But I do 
think that in a lot of cases, in a lot of instances—I had 37 months and 
10 days overseas, and where a veteran has served as much as 2 years 
overseas, I don’t believe they should be allowed to put nonservice con- 
nected on his case. 

Mr. Ayres. In summing up your testimony, then, Eunice, here you 
are, a disabled veteran, drawing 10 percent, in your heart knowing 
that another disability you are getting nothing for, prevents you from 
earning as much money as you could and maintaining a standard of 
living ‘that you could if you did not have the disability. 

Mr. Rogrnson. That is correct. 

Mr. Ayres. Now, are we to assume, then, that in your opinion you 
had better do something for the man who ‘had the service-connected 
disability who can’t prove it, first, or just what is your position 

Mr. Roprnson. Well, not exactly that. My position is that for 
the non-service-connected in many instances they were written up as 
non-service-connected when they were actually service connections. 

Mr. Ayres. In other words, you have a service-connected disability, 
in your judgment, and they have written it up as nonservice ? 

Mr. Rostrnson. Non-service-connected. 
Mr. Ayres. When was the last time you appealed your case, Eunice ? 
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Mr. Rorinson. Well, I don’t remember now. I sent them informa- 
tion in regard to that, but I don’t remember now just what date it was. 

Mr. Ayres. Did you work through any service officer of any of the 
veterans organizations ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes. 

Mr. Ayres. Whom did you work through ? 

Mr. Rosinson. Mr. Teeter-handled the last part, there. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Mr. Teeter is a very able gentleman in that 
respect. Why don’t you get with Mr. Teeter and have him get in 
touch with me, and if there is anything I can do on the case, I will 
certainly do it. 

Mr. Rosinson. Well, I don’t care anything about reopening the 
case, but I have the evidence here that will confirm that they make 
gross mistakes. And in many instances they are detrimental to a 
veteran’s well-being. 

Mr. Ayres. Detrimental to a veteran with a service-connected 
disability. 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes, sir. And I think a lot of times where they 
term the veteran as non-service-connected, a lot of times, in most cases, 
his case is service-connected. And I don’t think that the non-service- 
connected should be cut off altogether from pensions. Not that I 
am looking for any handout, but at the same time, it is like taking 
from a lot of non-service-connected—like robbing Peter to pay Paul. 
I don’t see any benefit there. I believe in giving the pensions accord- 
ing to the needs of the individual, according to his capacity to earn. 
And if he has a certain amount of income or too much income, I think 
he should be disqualified from drawing heavy on the Government, 
when he draws adequate income to support himself. 

Mr. Ayres. You ‘have raised a point, Eunice, which has been of 
great concern to the committee for quite some time, and that I have 
been personally interested in. That is two things: One, to expedite 
the claim of a veteran who maintains he has a service-connected disa- 
bility, and then to make certain that the veteran is given the benefit of 
the doubt. 

We had some men here before the committee today who are not 
drawing any disability payment at all because they do not fall with- 
in the presumptive period provided for their particular disease. 

I think there will be legislation, as I stated here earlier today, 
passed, to extend some of these presumptive periods, and we will 
certainly do our best to correct the inequities that are bound to occur 
when you have such a massive operation as we do have. 

Mr. Rosrnson. That is correct. 

Mr. Ayres. But those errors, when they affect the individual, as 
they affected you—naturally, by saying we are going to try to correct 
them does not aid you in your present condition. So if you feel 
that you have the evidence to prove that an error has been made, I 
would suggest that you reopen the case. 

Mr. Rostnson. Well, the papers here will speak for themselves. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Teeter and I worked together on a number of these 
cases very closely with veterans, and if you confer with him, I will 
help him with it. 

Mr. Rostnson. Thank you very much. 

That was all I wanted to say, that I wanted to see that a lot of 
those cases that are non-service-connected, I think, should get some 
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consideration, because I think a lot of them are actually service- 
connected cases. 

Mr. Ayres. What you are actually saying, then, is that the service- 
connected man should be given preference, but on the other hand, 
there are many who have non-service-connected disabilities that should 
be service-connected ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Should be service-connected. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rosrnson. Thanks very much. 

Mr. Ayres. Frankie Wine? 

Paul Taylor? 

Mr. Clarkner ? 

Mr. Ciarkner. No, I won’t testify. 

Mr. Ayres. Are you sure, Clark? 

Mr. CiarKkner. I am sure. 

Mr. Ayres. They had your name spelled wrong, but when I read 
“Adjutant of the American Legion” at Barberton, I knew who it 
was. 

Mr. LaPorte? 

Will you state your name and address? 


STATEMENT OF BERNARD ROSS LA PORTE, BARBERTON, OHIO 


Mr. La Porre. My name is Bernard Ross La Porte, 1200 South 
Avenue, Barberton. 

My purpose in being here today, Mr. Congressman, is to direct my 
remarks toward the bill, H. R. 7886. Of course, that is the resolution 
that was adopted by the Miami convention of the American Legion, 
and I would like to say that at the time that resolution was adopted 
and passed by the convention, a lot of the objections that have ae 
mentioned in this room today were taken into consideration, particu- 
larly where a man has made investments, profitable investments, which 
today net him an income that could give him what we might term “a 
decent living.” 

I have heard many of those men say that would not under any 
circumstances, even if the bill passed Congress in that form—would 
not even apply for that war-veterans security. 

I have heard the word “pension” mentioned here several times today. 

Frankly, I do not like the term “pension,” because, in our thinking, 
in the American Legion, we feel that this is definitely a war veteran’s 
security measure and should be termed just that and nothing else. 

The limitation that we considered in that bill at the time it was 
passed, was, of course, to take care of the man who would not receive 
enough compensation from the Government in any manner, way, or 
form to maintain a decent form of dignified living in these United 
States, a part of which he helped preserve, and certainly, by the same 
token, to eliminate those gentlemen that invariably will get into the 
picture. Because we definitely know that you, Mr. Congressman, or 
any of your colleagues, will never produce a perfect bill. We are 
satisfied of that. We know that. We know that any bill that you 
put out, if you finally do come out with one, will undoubtedly leave the 
door open for somebody to slip in there and claim a security claim 
that is not, in our opinion, justified in getting it. 





eh Ee ae 











VIEWS OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 3945 


At the same time, we do believe that even though those gentlemen 
exist, and perhaps might come in and make a claim, we do not want 
to jeopardize the hundreds of boys and men that are entitled to some 
compensation for their veteran service in time of war. 

Frankly, I had intended asking the same question that our Depart- 
ment Commander had asked, and, Mr. Congressman, I think a lot of 
the answers that I have sought today have been partially answered in 
this testimony that I have sat here and listened to. 

Some of the conditions of these veterans certainly bear a lot of 
consideration. Of course, we hear a lot of them in our work in the 
American Legion. 

But I would like to emphasize that while we realize there may be 
inequities in this bill, we do not want the majority of the veterans 
that might be entitled to a decent living to be jeopardized by the fact 
that a very few—and while I have no figures on it at my disposal at 
the present time, I think those particular individuals would be very 
few. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Downer, any questions? 

The Counsex. If I understand you correctly, you feel that the pen- 
sion—or, as you prefer to call it, security payment—is in the nature 
of a reward for wartime service; is that correct ? 

Mr. La Porte. My feeling on that payment is that it provides a 
man at the age of 65, who was deprived by various means of getting 
a dignified subsistence, a little aid in living a proper life. 

The CounseL. Well, I guess you are going a little beyond me. But 
it is because of his wartime service that you feel that he is entitled to 
that payment ? 

Mr. La Porte. Yes, sir. That is correct. 

The Counsev. Well, with that in mind, I wonder if you agree that 
those with different length of service and different types of service 
made a different degree of sacrifice and consequently would be entitled 
to different amounts? Or do you feel that everybody, regardless of 
the length of his service or the extent of his sacrifice, should get the 
same amount ¢ 

Mr. La Porter. Are you speaking, sir, of the service connected as 
opposed to the nonservice ? 

The Counset. No. I am referring only to non-service- connected. 
And I might elaborate to explain what I mean in this manner: In 
World War II a great many men served as many as 4 and 5 years, 
many of them with a very great amount of overseas service, but did 
not happen to incur disability during the performance of that service, 
while others may have served only 90 days or 6 months in the States. 

Now, do you feel that the veteran who had the 4 or 5 years’ overseas 
service is entitled to a larger pension than the veteran who had only 
90 days of United States service ? 

Mr. La Porte. No, I don’t, frankly. My thinking on that—and 
T have heard you, Mr. Downer, mention today the 90-day veteran 
with the 1 day active service several times—I do not think in my own 
mind that it would be possible for a Congressman or anybody else 
to bring out a bill that would embody all the reservations that we 
might like to have in a bill that would give a 4-year man more than 
a l-vear man. 

Of course, you experience that somewhat in State bonuses that were 
made. A man must pay on the basis of his length of service. 
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I would not think that any resolution passed by Congress and 
becoming law could embody all those features. 

I would not be in favor of it; no. 

Let me emphasize, however, that I am very much in favor of the 
service-connected disability being acted upon first, last, and always, 
and no shirking of duty on the part of the American people in that 
respect. 

‘he CounseL. You mean by that that you consider it the first duty 
of Congress to provide benefits for the service disabled rather than the 
nonservice disabled ? 

Mr. La Porre. Well, I don’t want to differentiate. I would rather 
eut it off right there. I certainly do think that those men should be 
compensated and compensated properly. 

By the same token, I would like to see that carried on into the non- 
service, because I think they are entitled to it, as we have set forth in 
H. R. 7886. 

In other words, I think that these disabled compensation payments 
that are being made today—frankly, I see no reason why Congress 
cannot rectify some of them if they are too small. In other words, I 
do not feel that anybody is holding a gun against anyone and saying 
they can’t do it. And I think that is the thinking of the average vet- 
eran. I just think that where a disability pension of, say, $105 or $91, 
which you had mentioned, sir, as opposed to a nonservice connected 
53105—what is to prevent Congress from changing that ? 

The Counse,t. You mean for increasing the allowance for the 
service disabled ? 

Mr. La Porte. Yes, sir. 

The Counsex. Well, one thing, Mr. La Porte, is that the appeals 
that are being made to the Congress are for the enactment of H. R. 
7886 rather than for the enactment of legislation to increase benefits 
for the service disabled. And one thing we are interested in deter- 
mining is the feeling of people such as yourself throughout the country 
as to the comparative merits of increasing benefits for the service 
disabled as against the nonservice disabled. 

Mr. La Porre. Well, Mr. Downer, when you asked me to mention 
how I feel about H. R. 7886, it does not. embody these payments. to the 
service connected. I do not think that it is represented in the figures 
you gave me, does it ? 

The Counset. No, it does not affect the compensation payments to 
the service disabled. But 99 percent of the mail that the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee is receiving is for enactment of H. R. 7886 or H. R. 
9121, which only increases benefits to the nonservice disabled. And 
we are not receiving urgent requests for enactment of legislation to 
increase benefits for the service disabled. 

Mr. La Porte. Of course, I am in no position now, since I have come 
here today to represent the American Legion’s stand on H. R. 7886— 
I do not feel that I should comment on this other, frankly, until such 
time as it is determined that we should. Maybe we should. I am in 
no position to say as to that. 

I would like to confine my remarks to the bill which we appear here 
to favor. 

The Counset. Of course, you understand we have no desire at all 
to ask you anything that might be embarrassing. Our purpose is 
entirely to have a discussion with everybody who is interested in the 
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problem to get such suggestions as we can that might be helpful. 
And, of course, in connection with that, we were interested in obtaining 
an evaluation from individuals as to the respective merits of increas- 
ing benefits for the service disabled as against the nonservice disabled. 

If, after giving further consideration to the matter, you have sug- 
gestions that you would like to submit to us, we would be very glad 
to have you write us a letter. 

Mr. La Porte. Thank you, Mr. Downer. I will be glad to do it. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you for coming down. 

Mr. La Porre. I certainly appreciate, Congressman Ayres and Mr. 
Downer, your coming here today and I hope coming out of this session 
of Congress there might be a compromise bill, and it would have to be 
definitely a compromise bill. But I certainly hope we can look for- 
ward to something, appreciating all the time that it is a magnificent 
undertaking and certainly a job that very few of us would care to 
undertake. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you. 

Mr. Garrigan ¢ 

Mr. Platt 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE R. PLATT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
BARBERTON, OHIO 


Mr. Puiatr. My name is George R. Platt. I am an attorney at law, 
a veteran of World War I. 

I spent 8 months in the Army and about 9 months overseas with the 
Ohio National Guard, the 37th Division. 

I have been a member of the American Legion for 37 years, and of 
Veterans of Foreign Wars for 30 years. I have never held an office 
in either organization, other than trustee or a member of the executive 
committee. 

I think I am pretty well qualified, Mr. Ayres, to talk about what the 
rank and file of the American Legion wants, and the veterans also. 

I will say to you that I do not know a single person who is opposed 
to the veterans security legislation among veterans, except that I 
would suspect about 3 persons in the city of Barberton of being op- 
posed to it. It is that thoroughly unanimous. 

My own personal opinion with regard to it favors a service pension. 

Mr. Ayres. Could I] ask a question at that point, since you have made 
that statement, Mr. Platt? What group of veterans are you referring 
to when you say that you doubt if there are three in Barberton that 
do not agree ? 

Mr. Puarr. Both organizations. 

Mr. Ayres. We have had more than that testify today. 

Mr. Puiarr. From Barberton ¢ 

Mr. Ayres. From Barberton, against it. Maybe you did not meet 
up with those three. 

Mr. Puatr. I have not met up with any of them who expressed 
themselves in that regard, Mr. Ayres. 

My own personal opinion is in favor of a service pension. That is 
what has always been done for our veterans in all of our previous wars. 
But the American Legion and the Veterans have expressed themselves 
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in favor of a pension, security based on need, and, like a good citizen, 
I 5 along with what my organizations are asking for. 

I don’t want to take very much of your time, Mr. C ongressman, Or 
yours, Mr. Counsel. Your time is strictly limited. But I want to make 
just one or two observations. 

It seems to me, Mr. Congressman, if you waited until all the pro- 
ponents of this legislation agreed upon what they wanted you would 
never enact any legisl: ation at all, and we would all of us be laid away 
in our graves before you did anything. 

If you waited until all the proponents of any piece of legislation 
were agreed upon its details, you would never enact anything. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, I would beg to differ with you there, Mr. Pl: tt, 
because we have passed numerous bills out of the committee this ses- 
sion where all veterans’ organizations were in accord, unanimously 
for, and where they came out of the committee with a unanimous vote, 
and where they passed the Congress by a wnanimous vote. So it is 
possible to pass veterans’ legislation— 

Mr. Puarr. But don’t you think you ‘ought to wait until the different 
views are reconciled? That is your business. And the Congress has 
wholly in its power the business of equalizing and mitigating the dif- 
ferent inequities which your counsel has called our attention to and 
which you have called our attention to. And I don’t think there is 
any competition between service-connected and non-service-connected 
disabilities. ‘They are not at all in competition. There is no reason 
why vou could not enact this veteran security legislation, and the 
very fact that it was enacted would make it easier for a service-con- 
nected disability to get an increase in his compensation, just by com- 
parison. 

So, if the comparison is to be made, it would be in favor of in- 
creasing the service-connected disability because the non-service-con- 
nected person is getting compensation. 

I feel that a man who has served his country in wartime ought 
at least to be secured against being, in his old age, an object of charity. 

And I think that that is all that this legislation purports to accom- 
plish. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Congressman. 

The Counset. May I direct your attention to the fact that on March 
31, 1956, there were 513,378 veterans of World War I drawing non- 
service-connected pensions? Were you aware of that fact? 

Mr. Puarr. I knew that there were a very considerable number of 
them; yes, sir. 

The Counsen. Now, if I understand you correctly, the proposal of 
the American Legion to increase the income limitations would be of 
no assistance at all to that 513,000 World War I veterans who are 
already on the rolls, would it? 

Mr. Piarr. It probably would have the effect of increasing the 
compensation that they receive. 

The Counset. They have been able to qualify under the present 
income limitations ¢ 

Mr. Piatt. Yes, sir. 

The Counsex. So to increase the income limitations would be of no 
assistance to that group, would it ¢ 
Mr. Piarr. No; it would be of no assistance to them. 
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The Counset. And if I understand you correctly, what you are 
really interested in is assisting veterans who are in need and whose 
disability is not connected with service; is that correct? 


Mr. Prarr. I have stated my opinion that I think that we ought to 
have a service pension. 


The Counse. A general service pension ? 

Mr. Puarr. A general service pension. That is my personal opin- 
ion. But I go along like a good buddy with the suggestion of the 
American Legion. 

The Counset. In your viewpoint, would you have an age limitation 
on entitlement to the general service pe nsion ? 

Mr. Piatt. Yes, sir; I think age 65 is about right. 

I am 68, by the way, and I am not eligible under anybody’s pension 
bill yet. And I don’t know when I may ‘be. 

Mr. Ayres. Congratulations on not being eligible. 

The Counsex. Actually, then, your viewpoint is more in accord 
with the H. R. 4264, sponsored by the veterans of World War I? 

Mr. Puarr. Personally, I rather like the VFW bill. But, on the 
other hand, I like to be practical, and it is my sober and considered 
judgment that that bill has very much chance of passage, while the 
American Legion bill, being a much milder piece of legislation, has a 
good chance of passage. 

The Counset. How do you view it as being mild? The overall 
cumulative cost of the American Legion proposal, by the year 2,000, 
is $77349 billion increased cost, against, I believe, $28 billion in- 
creased cost for the VFW bill. So when you evaluate it from the 
standpoint of being mild, it depends upon what standard one uses, 
you see. 

Mr. Prarr. I don’t see how that is physically possible because of 
the fact that they start their pension at a lower age, and they pay a 
higher rate for overseas service. 

The Counset. Well, the VF W proposal, you see, applies only to 
World War I veterans. 

Mr. Puiarr. Yes. 

The Counset. While the American Legion proposal applies equally 
to World War I, World War II, and Korean service. 

Mr. Piarr. They would hardly be eligible, nevertheless, for many 
long years, to receive anything under the provisions of that bill. 

The Counset. Well, ves, the cumulative cost figures I quoted to 
you were to the year 2,000. 

Mr. Puarr. As to the accuracy of those figures, I don’t know how 
anybody could calculate it. 

Now, here am I, at age 68, and as far as age is concerned, I have 
ae for 314 years, about, eligible, and I have not received any pension. 
I don’t expect presently to apply for any, even if your bill passes. I 
think I will be able to take care of myself for a while. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, the figures Mr. Downer is quoting are arrived at 
through the Bureau of the Census and also through the VA rolls. We 
know how many veterans there are and what the average life span is 
and what the average anticipated income is. That is what it is based 
upon, 

Mr. Puatr. Well, I would like to come back from beyond when we 
have all passed on and see what the comparison is in actuality with 
their estimate. 






































3950 VIEWS OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 


Mr. Ayres. Well, there will be or rather there are over 500,000 on 
the non-service-connected pension rolls today, based on the number of 
veterans that have arrived at that age. It is not too difficult to calcu- 
late how many there will be each year, because we know what the 
average age of the World War ITI veteran is today. But even assum- 
ing they are off $10 billion, that is still a lot of money. 

Mr. Piarr. Well, we are spending a lot of money for about every- 
thing else, and I think we can afford to spend a little on taking care 
of our aged veterans, Mr. Congressman. 

I thank you very much indeed. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you, Mr. Platt. 

Mrs. Koroly ? 


STATEMENT OF MRS. ANNA KOROLY 


Mrs. Koroty. My name is Mrs. Koroly, Anna, 1054 Linden Avenue. 
I am representing my son. 

Mr. Ayres. Mrs. Koroly, I know it is going to be impossible to carry 
on with your testimony here today feeling as you do. I did, however, 
want you to come up and get your name in the record. You have the 
evidence and the information here, and it will be referred to the proper 
authorities in Washington. Because your testimony here—I know 
how upset you are, and how you feel about it. As you know, I am 
familiar with the case. But you have made the request you wanted 
to appear, and I in turn will submit the information you have given 
me for the benefit of the record, because I don’t want to impose on 
your condition. 

Mrs. Koroty. Allright,Congressman. I thank you. 

Mr. Herink? 

Now, there may be some people here whose names we have missed. 

Are there those? 

Mr. Cuarrey. C.G. Claffey. 

Mr. Ayres. Will you come on up, Mr. Claffey ? 


STATEMENT OF C. G. CLAFFEY, YMCA 
Mr. Ciarrey. C. G. Claffey, YMCA. 


I have listened to a lot of the discussions, and I waited until toward 
the end. 

I sent you a petition over there, and after listening to the whole 
thing pro and con, I just want to state a few facts. 

I am a World War I veteran, headquarters 166th Infantry, the 
old Rainbow Division, under MacArthur. We had our service. I 
worked with an infantry outfit 18 months overseas. 

I am one of the fortunate veterans. I draw $78.75 on a 10 percent 
disabilty. I was fortunate enough to break my ankle 2 years before 
my retirement at age 65. Well, that put me in the $1,400 class. 

So I have my pension and the Firestone pension and my social secur- 
ity, which ran over that. I was eliminated eventually. But I was 
fortunate, again, to have 2 children under 18. So twice-I hit the lucky 
strike, and I am drawing $78.75. 

But some of my buddies are not as fortunate as Iam. I know men 
here and there that if they tried to get along on that $157 or $158, they 
are not financially fixed that they-can live as a human being and as I 
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think a veteran should live. That is an impossibility. And where I 
restrict it to that, without that $78.75, I guarantee you it would be a 
tough problem. Because I like to live like a human being. 

So, being one of the fortunate ones, I like to help along. 

Now, your Legion bill has a restriction of $1,800. I will show you 
what position that would throw me in. With your Legion bill, my 
pension would run over $1,800 by a small fraction, and I would be 
eliminated. Yet my income would be barely $1,900. Now, their 
brackets aren’t quite high enough. 

I like the VFW bracket better for $2,400 and $3,600. Because 
naturally I am interested and some of my friends, some of whom I 
have worked with for 30 years in Firestone, are interested. So are 
a lot of people in Akron, Ohio. And in Akron, you will find here 
are an awful lot of your constituents that fall into that category that 
make slightly over $1,800 or around $2,000 with their pension. That 
is the position they will be in, which would not be favorable to them. 

And I have two children, and I am divorced. So those two chil- 
dren—I like to put an extra dollar in once in a while besides what I 
have to pay them, which is taken care of now by social security. I am 
lucky, I will admit. 

But had I not figured the problem out exactly, and were it not for 
that $78.75, which that lucky broken ankle fixed me up, O. K.’d by the 
Firestone and the State body—I would have never passed that physi- 
cal, nor would I ever have been entitled to it. I honestly think I was. 
I know that I am that far held back. At 65 you cannot find a job. 
I had 15 years’ practical sales experience. JI am a good salesman yet if 
[ had to be or if I could find a job. I had 32 years with Firestone. 
Yet it is an utter impossibility for me to go out on that street and find 
a job. Even if I could mentally work, you can’t find it. 

Now, that is what the average veteran is up against. That is why 
your general pension is a good thing. And I like your VFW setup. 
Naturally, I am prejudiced that way. I am a member of the VFW. 
I was a former member of the Legion. That is the first body I joined. 
But I do like their bill. And, at 65, I know there are quite a few 
people in that bracket that are interested in a general pension not 
because they want something for nothing, or that they love money; 
just to exist, as a human being should. 

Now, United States of America has had this veteran legislation 
piled up in the pigeon holes and what have you until it has accumu- 
lated into a number of bills. Now they have got to face something. 
Well, I don’t know how they are going to do it, whether the veteran 
bodies are going to forget their petty jealousies and get together or 
whether somebody in Washington is going to come up with a brain 
child to get them together. But they will have to do something. 

Your World War I veterans are now on that pension list in regard 
to seniority. We have passed that from the Civil War to the Spanish- 
American War, and we are now on that seniority basis as to World 
WarlI. Youcan’t duck it much longer. 

Mr. Ayres. You mentioned about the veterans’ organizations get- 
ting together. Of course, there are a lot of people and a lot of indi- 
vidual veterans that do not belong to any organizaiton that we will 
hear from. 

Mr. Cxiarrey. I can speak to them from the unions, and so on. I 
have. 






























































































3952 VIEWS OF VETERANS ON COMPENSATION AND PENSION 


Mr. Ayres. Of course, there isn’t anything planned. 

Mr. Cuarrey. I have talked to veterans and talked to people out- 
side, just plain talking. 

Mr. Ayres. You have heard today there are approximately 22 
million living veterans in the United States. 

Mr. Crarrey. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. And there are less than 5 million veterans who belong 
to any organization at all. And it is estimated that the Legion 
membership, which is the largest, has a duplication of 30 percent. 
In other words, 30 percent that belong to the Legion also belong to 
some other organization. 

So when you attempt to boil it down as to how many individual 
veterans are affected by the veteran organizations, it is estimated that 
the maximum is your Legion membership. 

Mr. Ciarrey. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. So you have, we will say, roughly 4 million maximum 
out of 22 million that belong to the organized veterans groups, that 
come before the Congress to testify. And this is one of the first times 
that we have given individual veterans like yourself an opportunity 
to express your point of view. Because usually, well, it 1s like it 1s 
in a lot of organizations. Only the brass comes to Washington to 
testify. 

Mr. Cuiarrey. Hon. Mr. Ayres, I have heard a lot of discussion here 
today. I heard some from the junior chamber of commerce. And all 
it caused me was amusement. He gave a 40 percent figure of men who 
are able to go out here and earn. Now, his estimate is way off. He 
needs to study a little mathematics. 

I have heard the quotation brought out about World War I and 


World War II veterans. The one thing the Legion wants to include— 
they are jealous of that World War I article, and they want to put 
World War II in there. Allright. I O. K.’d those boys. But you 
figure 6 months after a war is ati Nid War I and World War II, 


and you decide which had best 
War II. 

Now, had I been able when I was that age to have a chance to go 
to school, man, dear, that would have ‘been right up my alley. But 
that I didn’t have. 

I was a salesman at that time, and when I came back every Tom, 
Dick, and Harry—there were slackers in World War I, which luckily 
the law took care of in World War II. But all you had to do in 
Akron, Ohio, was offer industrial exemption, and you could get by. 
I could have. I worked that squad at Goodyear in the balloon room. 

Mr. Ayres. When you mention education, I think that is the reason 
that perhaps so many World War II veterans do not feel that we 
should get involved in an overall non-service-connected pension pro- 
gram for them, because they have been given the benefit of this educa- 
tion. 

Mr. Ciarrey. That is right. 

Mr. Ayres. They are conscientious and honest enough to admit 
that it was a real break and a wonderful thing for them, 

Mr. Cuarrey. I will tell you one amusing thing today. We all 
should help each other. We are all veterans. And I agree to that. 
Lord knows we were willing to turn our organization, the post or 


enefits, World War I or World 
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anything else, over to the younger element in World War II, glad to 
do it, because we were tired of just going ahead. If we could be at 
the bar for a few minutes, that suited most of us oldtimers. But even 
at that, now, this outfit today talked about how it would kill legisla- 
tion or would kill all your benefits, existing benefits, to wounded, 
to do this or that. In other words, the organization he worked for 
wouldn’t have any use, because they go under the name. So what? 
You hear those things. They are amusing. They are fighting for 
their very life as they figure. That is foolishness. Veterans are 
veterans. 

Mr. Ayres. I do not wish to cut anybody short here, but the good 
mayor of the city of Akron has given us until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. Cuarrey. Well, I have said all I have got to say anyhow. 

Any questions, sir? 

Mr. Ayres. If there are those who have a statement they would 
like to file with the committee, if you will write out whatever you 
would like to go in the record and send it to me at Washington, we will 
be very happy to see that it is in the record. 

Mr. Cuarrey. And thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. Ayres. I want to thank everybody for the time and the effort 
and the courtesy that you have extended to us, and we certainly 
appreciate the comments that you have given us. They will be re- 
ferred to the Veterans’ Affairs Committee and studied by each individ- 
ual member. 

And the meeting is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 5 p. m., the meeting was adjourned.) 
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